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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Aw anricte in the Zimes of the 26th inst., on the recent Bar 
Council Report, contains an am instance of the fooling 
which prevents a thoro' of the assize system. 
“They've taken away our my lord, and if they take away 
our assizes the that it will never get another 
vote out of Presteign.” In these words a leading iahabitant 
of “that pleasant village” (as the writer calls it) is said to 
have answered the inquiry of a oe judge anxious to 


study local opinion. It is i note from the recent 
Civil Judici Sustisticn that in 1808 Prestige had two commis- 
sion days and one day for the trial of prisoners, bat the civil 
cause list for the year was a blank. 





Tae same writer, referring to the requirement in the report 
that there should always be six courts engaged in London in 
the trial of actions, says that the appointment of two or three 

j i condition upon which the establishment of 
the six courts necessarily turns. But the reduction of the 
business of the Queen’s Bench Division into order will have to 
be attained by means less ve. It may be pointed out 
that the slight shortening of the Long Vacation involved ia the 
recent resolution of the Incorporated Law Society would in 
itself be practically equivalent to the appointment of an addi- 
tional poh vag 





Ir 1s 9 matter for tion that the report that no 
member of the English bar ia Bombay would undertake the 
defence of Tilak has proved to be unfounded. Though we 


with the statement of the secretary of the local 
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—_ been under consideration by the Strand Board of Works, 
soon be an accomplished fact. The subject was first mooted in 
1883. The terms to which the benchers of the Middle and Inner 
Temple seem disposed to agree are so liberal and for the good 
of the public generally that it is difficult to think any opposi- 
tion can be made by the local authority. In effect these are, 
that the subway should only be open during such hours as may 
be necessary to facilitate the conduct of business in the courts, 
but that the general public should have the right of using the 
subway at all such hours; that the board should have a suffi- 
cient guarantee against any injury to any public sewers, the 
roadway, or other public property ; and that the cost of making 
the way be borne by the Temple. In the interest of both 
branches of the profession and of the public generally it is to be 
hoped that the scheme will be carried out. 





A PUBLICAN was convicted on Tuesday for selling liquor at 
Milverton, in Warwickshire, under somewhat curious circum- 
stances. It appears that he obtained the contract to sell liquor 
at a local flower show, and to enable him to do this he applied 
in the usual way to the magistrates for their consent to an 
occasional licence. The time was specified in the consent he 
thus obtained in accordance with section 19 of 37 & 38 Vict. c. 
49, and it only permitted him to sell liquor between the hours of 
9 and 9. The licence when issued by the excise authorities 
apparently gave him permission to sell until 10. Finding that 
the show was to be kept open until the latter hour, the publican 
went to the Mayor of Leamington, who told him he thought 
there would be no harm in his selling until that hour. The 

ublican, however, was summoned for selling liquor between the 

ours of 9 and 10, and although the mayor supported his action 
in the witness box, the publican was convicted and ordered to 
pay costs, which, however, the mayor proceeded to pay amidst 
applause in court. This case, if the decision of the magistrates 
is right, would seem to shew that, not withstanding that the licence 
granted by the excise authorities specifies a later hour, it is only 
available to the publican for the time for which he obtained the 
written consent of the magistrates ; and that, although this can 
be given by one magistrate, it cannot be extended by any such 
verbal consent as was obtained by the Milverton publican from 
the Mayor of Leamington. 


Tue sENTENCEs that have just been pronounced by the Paris 
Correctional Police Court upon the theese persons who were 
found to be to some extent liable for the terrible fire at the 
bazaar in the Rue Jean Goujon in May last again revive the 
question whether with us sufficient control is given to county 
councils and other local authorities over erections similar to that 
in the Paris case which are used as temporary places for public 
entertainment. A difficult 
such control as is rower A provided by the Legislature, from 
the fact that various enactments which would seem to have for 
their object the protection of the public in such places in case of 
fire, as, notably, the Public Health Amendment Act (53 & 54 
Vict. . 59, 8. 36), expressly apply only to places described as 
‘‘ buildings,” and the question therefore arises whether erec- 
tions of a tem character such as marquees or other canvas 
and wooden edifices can rightly be described as buildings. Such 
erections have naturally been held not to be buildings within 
the meaning of enactments relating to the construction of build- 
ings of a permanent nature, but it seems absurd to suppose that 
the Legislature did not intend to extend the protection of the 
ublic in case of fire to erections of a temporary, but it may be 
that very reason of a more inflammable, character. The 
Paris disaster has shown that it is a fallacy to say that there is 
less er from a canvas and wooden structure than from a more 
durable building in case of fire on the ground that in the former 
egress could be easily forced at any place, and it would seem, 
therefore, that the doubt as to whether these enactments do 
opply to erections of a temporary character should be removed 
by the substitution of some word other than “ building.” 


Ir obvious that such a statute as the Law of Libel 





Amendment Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c, 64), should, so far ag | 


sometimes arises in giving effect to P 





possible, receive a construction which will be effectual in putting q 
ntend # 


an end to multiplicity of proceedings. The statute was i 

to prevent the. prosecution of a number of se actions in 
respect of a libel which had been published in several news- 
papers. By section 5 it empowers a judge to make an order for 
the consolidation of such actions, ‘‘so that they shall be tried 
together.” In the consolidated action the jury are to assess the 
whole amount of the damages in one sum, but a separate verdict 
is to be taken for or against each defendant ; and if it is against 
several defendants, the damages and the costs are to be appor- 
tioned. In Stone v. Press Association (Limited) (45 W. R. 641) 
it appeared that seventeen actions had been brought in respect 
of the same libel, and in each case the en wee ee 
payment into court. Under these circumstances it was 
natural for the defendants to seek to consolidate before 
defence, and the judge ordered this to be done, thereby 
reversing the decision of the master, who had directed 
consolidation to be postponed till after the defences had 
been delivered. The Oourt of Appeal, in upholding the order 
of the judge, pointed out that, though the consolidation 
was for the pur of trying the actions together, yet the 
statute placed no limit upon the stage of the proceedings when 
the order for consolidation could be made. The natural course, 
therefore, is to treat all the proceedings as subsidiary to the 
trial, and to permit consolidation so soon as the proceedings in 
the various actions become identical. They are identical when 
it is known that the defences will all be the same, and there is 
then no reason for postponing the consolidation. The payment 
of a single sum into court is upon the same lines as the assess- 
ment of a single sum by the iuy and all the rest of the 
proceedings follow the course indicated in the statute. 





It 1s not surprising that the decision in Attorney-General vy. 
Beech (ante, p. 679) continues to excite adverse criticism. Under 
a marriage settlement dated in July, 1852, the lady was entitled 
to a life interest in certain property, with remainder to her two 
children, a son and a daughter, as she should by deed or will 
appoint. In 1886 she appointed certain sums out of the settled 
property to the daughter, and the whole of the rest of the 
property to the son. In December, 1894, she surrendered to 
the trustees of the settlement her life interest in all the property 
appointed to the son to the intent that the life interest should 


| merge in the son’s interest in remainder. She died in August, 


1896. For nearly two years, therefore, her life tenancy had 
ceased, and the son had been entitled absolutely. Yet the 
revenue authorities claimed duty in respect of the life interest. 
This they did under section 2 (1) of the Finance Act, 1894, by 
which property passing on the death of the deceased, and there- 


‘fore liable to estate duty, is to be deemed to include “ (d) 


roperty in which the deceased or any other person had an 
interest ceasing on the death of the deceased, to the extent to 
which a benefit accrues or arises by the cesser of such 
interest.” The natural view is that the life estate had been 
merged in the reversion, and that the property in which 
the life estate had formerly existed did not come within 
this provision, but this was met by the novel doctrine that the 
Act was not to be interpreted according to the law of convey- 
ancing. Pox.ock, B., referred to the “‘ technical language of 
conveyancers ” only to reject it, and Riptey, J., is reported to 
have said that authorities upon conveyancing and the doctrine 
of wae were of no assistance in construing the Act. But 
after all the language of conveyancers is only taken from the 
law, and the doctrine of merger is as good law as the statute 
which the court had to construe. The extinction of the life 
estate upon a surrender to the reversioner is not such a highly 
technical matter as to be excluded from consideration in dealing 
with an Act such as the Finance Act, and if the Act is not 
to be construed according to the ordinary rules of real property 
law it will be impossible to assign to its provisions any certain 
meaning. 


Tux Cover of Appeal No. 1, on the 10th of August, decided 
an interlocutory issue in the Chancery action of The Knaresborough 
and Clare Banking Co. (Limited) v. Lorrimer, which the Court of 
Appeal No. 2 were unable to dispose of before they rose for the 
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-yacation. The question at issue was whether instructions from 
a solicitor to his client’s counsel to prepare a deed of settlement 
ought to be treated, together with the correspondence and the 
papers relative thereto, as A pon 2 communications not open 
to discovery. The plaintiff company had in 1892 obtained 
judgment against the defendant’s son, and against herself as his 
surety, for some £600. The son was made 2. anrert, and 
only about £200 was recovered under the judgment. 1896 
the mother came into certain property, worth between £3,000 
and £4,000, from her mother, and she at once settled it by deed 
upon her son, on condition that he should aapet h and 
his father so long as they lived. It was stated the son was a 
small working gardener, and not in a — from his own 
garnings to support his parents. The bank, hearing of this 
windfall to the defendant, brought this action to have the deed 
set aside on the ground that the settlement was fraudulent 
within the meaning of the statute of Elizabeth. The defendant, 
in answer to interrogatories as to documents in her possession, 
scheduled the deed and stated that there were also instructions 
to counsel to settle the deed, the — of counsel thereon, and 
certain letters that had passed relative thereto. The plaintiffs 
then applied for discovery of these documents. Norrs, J., at 
chambers, refused to make the order, but gave leave to appeal 
direct from chambers to the Court of A . A. L. Sura, 
L.J., in giving judgment affirming that of a J., said that 
%, the courts » Vv rightl ways regard¢ rofessional 
? communications habesia alias and their | caelsaal a8 
} privileged, and he thought it would be an e y when that 
, Ste was set aside. In the case of Reg. v. Cox and Railton (38 
W. R. 396, 14 Q. B. D. 153), relied on by the plaintiffs, the 
authorities on this question were collected and reviewed, and 
these authorities shewed that the rule was not invariable. In 
his opinion the principle upon which the court ought to act 
might be stated thus: Where on the evidence there was a 
reasonable primd facie case made out by the applicant that the 
respondent had consulted his solicitor or counsel with the 
express object of committing a fraud upon some third party, 
then discovery should be allowed. A mere allegation, how- 
ever, that a deed of settlement was intended to defeat the 
rights of the creditors was not sufficient to rebut the primd facie 
presumption that the respondent had honestly applied to his 
solicitor for advice as to what were the best steps for him to 
take in his own interest. Any communications that passed 
between a solicitor and his client under such circumstances, and 
any advice sought from counsel, had always been—and ought, 
he thought, always to be—regarded as privileged. Ruasy, 
L.J., concurred in this view of the question, and in the result 
the application for discovery was refused. 








PROVISOES FOR RE-ENTRY. 


As between lessor and lessee, when in the agreement for a lease 
either nothing has been said about covenants and conditions or 
it has been arranged that only such as are usual shall be 


inserted, it is well settled that, in the absence of special circum- 
stances, the proviso for re-entry should appl to the case 
of default in payment of rent (Davidson's ents, 3rd ed. 
V. iB; eadae salen 26 W. R. 491, 7 Oh. D. p. 561; 


Hodgkinson ¥. Crowe, 23 W. R. 885, 10 Oh. 622), and the rule 
has not been altered by section 14 of the Conveyancing Act, 
1881, which allows relief in certain cases of breach of covenant 
(Re Anderton and Milner’s Contract, 39 W. R. 44, 46 Oh. D. 
476). But though a proviso for re-entry thus limited is all that 
a lessor is in strictness entitled to, leases very frequently carry 
his rights much further, and allow him a right of re-entry upon 
the bankruptcy of the lessee, and upon a breach of any of the 
covenants of the lease. In the case of a lease of a hotel it was 
held in Haines v. Burnett (27 Beav. 500) that a power of re-entry 
upon the lessee’s becoming gg 5 was a usual covenant, but 
this was disapproved by Jusszi, M.R., in Hampshire v. Wickens 
‘ (supra). It seems, indeed, that the mere fact that the demised 


premises are a hotel or public-honaa_ia_no_ground for_making 
H istinction in the terms of the lease (Ke Lander and Bagloy’s 
Contract 4 . 41), although in Bennett v. Womack (7 B. 
& ©. 629) a proviso for re-entry upon a public-house, if any 


meats 





business but that of a licensed victualler should be carried on in 
the house, was deemed to be usual. There, however, evidence 
was given that the insertion of the proviso was in fact usual, 
and the question of what are usual covenants is — 
weeny one for the jury: Bennett v. Womack (43 O. & P. 
p- 98). The proviso for re-entry in the event of bankruptcy 


applies only to the bankru the person who is for the Sime 
beta of the angie consequently an a 

@ lease is not ture by reason of the y 
of the original lessee: Smith vy. Gronow (40 W. R. 46; 1891, 2 
Q. B. 374). 

A proviso for re-entry on bankruptcy is a material security to 
the lessor, and, together with the tt against assignment, 
it is excepted from the relief given by section 14 of the Convey- 
ancing Act. But a proviso for re-entry upon breach of any 
covenant or condition contained in the lease may press hardly 
upon the lessee, and in order to improve his position it has been 
suggested by judicial authority that the proviso can only apply 
to a breach of a positive covenant, and that upon omission to 
observe a negative covenant no right of entry can arise. ‘It 
—— to me pretty clear,” said B., in West v. Dobd 
(L. R.5 Q. B. 465), “ that the proviso my npretine dep -eerpe of 
an affirmative covenant.” The proviso for re-entry in that case 
was, “in case the lessees should fail in the observance or 
performance of the covenants on their ” and a breach was 
alleged of a covenant not to underlet or assign without the 
consent of the lessor. Since this was a negative covenant, both 
Kztty, O.B., and Cxanwe tt, B., inclined to onde gaye that the 
ete for re-entry did not apply to a breach of it, though no 

ecision on the point was given, it being held that there had in 
fact been no breach of the covenant. 

It would seem that in West v. Dodd the desire to place a check 
upon the operation of the proviso outran the proper meaning of 
the words. The proviso was to come into operation not merely 
spon © Seas Se Coe of any of the covenants, but 

upon a failure in observance ; and though the breach of a 
negative covenant may not be a failure of performance, there 
seems to be no reason why it should not be treated as a failure 
in observance. The former point—as to the effect of a proviso 
for re-entry limited to non-performance of covenants—may be 
taken to be settled. A negative covenant, says Lord Ooxz, 
cannot be performed (Oo. Litt. 3034), and this was recognized 
as good law by Fry, ¥: in Evans v. is (10 Ch. D., at p. 761): 
‘*The word ‘ performance’ is not applicable to tive cove- 
nants, and the clause of re-entry [had it rested on non-perform- 
ance | could not be ez vi termini extended to a negative covenant, 
a covenant not to do certain ”; and to the same effect is 
a dictum in the j ent of the Court of Appeal delivered b 
Brett, L.J., in Hyde v. Warden (8 Ex, DP 82): “ We should, 
if it were necessary, be to that the power of 
re-entry, being only in the event of the lessee ‘ wilfully failing 
or neglecting to perform any of the covenants,’ does not apply 
to a breach of a negative covenant ” (see aleo Doe v. Stevens, 3 B 
& Ad. 299). 

On the other hand, it seems equally clear that there is no 
essential rep between a iso for re-entry and a 
negative covenant, and that if the proviso applies to non- 
observance as well as to non-performance, it will afford the 
lessor protection against all breaches of covenant. In Hvans v. 
Davis (supra) the proviso for re-entry ap in case the lessee 
should not ‘‘ observe, perform, and keep” the covenants. One 


of the covenants was not “ to affix or permit any outward mark 
or show of business to be affixed” on the demised premises. 


There had been a breach of this covenant, and Fry, J., held 
that the right of re-entry had arisen. 
L. T. 106) the proviso was, if the lessee 
parigy Snphtor yee oo sy eg os - * 
“to be observed, performed, . was poin' 

out that these words were not so wide as those in 
(supra), and reliance was placed on the dicta of Key, 0.B., 
and Cuanvewt, B.; but this t did not prevail wi 
Loras, J., who said he could not imagine words more apt then 
‘those in the case before him to cover every covenant in the 
lease. If the word ‘ 

that the case would have been very different. 
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doubtful the ordinary rule applies, and they are taken most 
—T against the lessor. Phe rule, indeed, applies with 
especial force to a proviso for re-entry since it contains a con- 
dition that destroys or defeats the estate (per Lord Tenrer- 
pEN, O.J., in Doe v. Stevens, 3 B. & Ad. p. 303). But it applies 
only where there is real doubt upon the words. A proviso for 
re-entry is a matter of contract between the ies and stands 
upon the same footing as any other contract. It ought to be 
construed according to fair and obvious construction without 
favour to either side (per Lord Tznrerpen, ©.J., in Doe v. Elsam, 
Moo. & M. 191; see yer Lord Ertznzoroven, O.J., in Goodtitle v. 
Saville, 16 East 95; Croft v. Lumley, 6 H. L. OC. 693). But 
there can be no doubt that a failure to comply with a negative 
covenant is a non-observance of the covenant, and hence a 
proviso for re-entry upon failure to observe or orm the 
covenants in the lease will apply to a breach of a negative 
covenant, although, if it mentions only non-performance, it will 
not have this effect. 





MORTGAGES OF RATES. 
Ii. 


4. Sanitary Authorities—By the Public Health Act, 1875, 
Eogland, except the metropolis, was divided into sanitary dis- 
tricts, called urban sanitary districts and rural sanitary districts. 
Urban sanitary districts were of three kinds—namely 1) 
municipal boroughs; (2) Improvement Act districts; and (3) 
local government districts (section 5). Over these districts the 
urban sanitary authorities were respectively (1) the borough 
council ; (2) the improvement commissioners; and (3) the local 
board (section 6). A rural sanitary district was the area of a 

law union exclusive of any part included in an urban 
district (section 9), and in a sanitary district the board of 
= was the rural sanitary authority. Now, by the Local 
ernment Act, 1894, Improvement Act districts and local 
ment districts are to be called urban districts (section 21 
1) ), and the corres ing local authorities are to be called 
urban district councils (15.); the title of the council of a borough, 
however, remains unaltered (i+.) For every rural sanitary 
district there is constituted a rural district council whose 
district is called a rural district (section 21 (2) ), and the powers, 
duties, and liabilities of the rural sanitary authority are trans- 
ferred to that body (section 25 (1) ). 

By the Public Health Act, 1875, sanitary authorities, with 
the consent of the Local Government Board, may mortgage any 
fund or rate out of which they are authorized to defray 
expenses incurred in the execution of that Act or previous 
sanitary Actes or for pep baggie | loans (section 233). 

or incurred by an ur authority are authorized to 
be defrayed out of the district fund, the general district rate, 
borough fund, borough rate, or as otherwise mentioned in the 
Act (section 207, et seq.). 

Expenses incurred by a rural authority are divided into 
general expenses and special expenses (section 229). General 
expenses cannot be raised by . Special expenses are 
payable out of the special rate leviable for purpose (section 
—— can be raised by mortgage of such rate. 

Act confers on sani’ authorities wide powers as to 
thand local government (section 
16, et seq. 


Urban and rural sanitary authorities may also mortgage the 
rates for any of the purposes following : , 
(1) Providing allotments (Allotments Act, 1887, 8. 10 (4) 





and (5) ). 
2 4 th t of * 4 J ij 1 
oder Publ Hoan hay Fre, 26). “ : 
ghting ic Lighti 1882, , 
(4) Raising ic am 


OTT One and Diseases Prevention Act, 1883, s. 2). 
5) Construction of tramways (Tramways Act, 1870, s. 20). 
See also the Spaces Act, 1887; Private Street Works 





Act, 1892; and the Canal Boats Act, 1877. 


An urban sanitary authority may mortgage fot the following 
RD ns seals . ) 


(1) Providing houses fur the working classes (Housing of the 
Working Classes Act, 1890, s. 25 (1) ). 


roviding museums and gymnasiums (Museums and’ 


Gymnasiums Act, 1891, s. 10). 
3} Providing pubis Tibraries (Public Libraries Act, 1892, 
s. 19). items 

(4) Providing technical instruction (Technical Instruction 
Act, 1889, s. 4 (4) ). rere ee 

(5) Providing cemeteries when acting as a burial board 
(Burial Act, 1860, ss, (1) and (2) ). 

Mortgage® will be made subject to the restrictions contained 
in the provisions of the Public Health Act, 1875, already noticed 
[ante, p. 709], thongh since a sanitary authority is a local 
authority within the definitions contained in the Loans 
Act, 1875, it seems that a sanitary authority may borrow under 
that Act; but in any case urban authorities, whether acting 
in that or in any other ool. may borrow by the creation of 
stock with the consent of the Local Government Board (Public 
Health Acts Amendment Act, 1890, s. 52 (1) ). 

5. Guardians of a Union.—The borrowing powers of guardians 
are regulated by the Poor Law Act, 1889, which repeals all the 
enactments relating to the same subject in force at its i 
without prejudice to anything done thereunder. The Act 
directs that a loan under its provisions is to be made on the 
like security and upon the like terms of repayment as provided 
by the repealed enactments (section 2 (6) ). 

The sanction of the Local Government Board is required 
(section 2 (1) ). 

Loans are authorized for raising the expenses incurred or 
proposed to be incurred for any permanent work or object or 
any other thing the costs of which ought, in the opinion of the 
Local Government Board, to be spread over a term of years 
(section 2 (1)). The maximum debt which guardians may 
incur is not to exceed one-fourth of the total annual rateable 
value of the union (section 2 (2) ), but the maximum may be 
extended to double that amount by a provisional order of the 

B the repealed ' 

y the enactments moneys borrowed by guardians 
are a charge upon the common fund of the union (Union Loans 
Act, 1869, s. 4) and a form of m e is given (14., section 6), 
Loans by ians are to be repaid either by annual payments 
of the principal sum borrowed, with the interest on the balance 
remaining unpaid each year, or by equal annual payments of 
principal and interest (7d., section 5). The number of annual 
payments or the number of years, as the case may be, is to be 
such number as the i with the consent of the Local 
Government Board, determine, but is not in either case to 
exceed thirty. 

Guardians can also, it is conceived, borrow under the Local 
Loans Act, 1875, as being local authorities within the meaning 
of that Act. 

6. Managers of a School or Asylum District—The borrowing 
powers are the same as those of guardians (Poor Law Act, 
1889, s, 2 (5) ), except that their total debt may not exceed one- 
sixteenth of the annual rateable value of the district. 

7. School Boards.—By the Elementary Education Act, 1873, a 
school board for the purpose of providing a school house or for 
certain other purposes there mentioned (section 10) may, with 
the consent of the Education Department, mo the school 
fund and local rate for the purpose of raising the money 


uired. 
yy, ae so agree with the mortgagee, pay the 
amount borrowed wi a by equal annual eralaeat a 
exceeding fifty if they do not so agree, they must 
annually set aside one-fiftieth of the sum borrowed as s sini 


The Act i tes the Commissioners Olauses Act, 1847, 
and the will therefore be made in accordance with 
the provisions of that Act (section 10). 

On the recommendation of the Education Department the 


Pablic Works Loan Oommissioners may be the mortgagee 


(#.). 

A school board can also mortgage the rate for the purpose of 
contributing towards an industrial school (Elementary Education 
(Industrial Schools) Act, 1879). 


Aug. 28, 1897. 4 
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CORRESPONDENCE, 
CROSSING CHEQUES TO ACCOUNT OF PAYEE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 


Sir,—Referring to Mr. Scully’s letter, may I ask why he considers 
the collecting banker protected by section 82? There is no express 
definition of ‘‘ ny ” in the Act, but from the way in which the 
word is used in the Act it is clear that ‘‘ payee”’ is the same as “‘ the 
specified person ’’ to whom the money is expressed in the cheque to 
be payable, and not whoever may be the holder at the time of 
presentation : cf. sections 2 (“holder”), 3, 7, &c. 

By reason of the assumed theft and forged indorsement, the ques- 
tion is not one of general negotiability, but only of protection to the 
collecting banker. Section 82 affords only limited protection ; the 
collecting banker acting in good faith and without negligence is not 
to be liable ‘‘ by reason only of receiving payment.” ere is no 
presumption in his favour nor authority that he need not inquire. 
There is not the absolute protection which is given to the drawer's 
banker by sections 60 and 79. 

If, then, a banker collects for a customer into whose hands has 
come a cheque ‘‘crossed generally’’ and ‘‘ to the account of payee 
only,” has he not notice that the intention of the drawer has not 
been carried out, and is not this sufficient to put him upon inquiry 
as to his customer’s title. Then, if he fails to make inquiry he does 
not receive payment “without negligence,” and so forfeits his 
statutory protection, and he is as liable to the drawer as any other 
person ugh whom the cheque has A 

Much more must he be liable if the cheque is especially 
crossed and the banker places the amount to the credit of another 
customer. 

There is, however, a further question, whether under section 78 
these words do not constitute an addition to the crossing which it. is 
not “‘ lawful” for ‘‘any person” to make, and therefore avoid the 
whole instrument, so that no holder or banker has any statutory 
protection whatever. W. T. 


[This letter was received too late for insertion last week. The 
reference is to Mr. Scully’s first letter.—Eb. 8S. J.] 





IMPRISONMENT FOR DEBT. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.]} 


Sir,—May I be allowed to use a small space in your valuable 
paper. In your journal dated the 26th of June of this year I notice 
two leading articles on the question of imprisonment for debt under 
the Debtors Act, 1869, referring to two letters that appeared in the 
Times of the 24th of June and a letter by Judge Hiarington. It 
seems to me thatif imprisonment for debt is to be abolished or only 
used in very extreme cases the unfortunate tradesman and creditor 
who is trying to recover payment will suffer great injustice. I 
have found through some years’ experience that the committal war- 
rant has been very useful in obtaining payment of small debts when 
other means have entirely failed. T mally of very many 
instances where a creditor would have failed entirely to recover his 
debt unless it had been through the means of a commitment. How 
often an execution fails as the defendant’s wife or a bill of sale holder 
claims everything. In such cases as that of the small shopkeeper the 
stock is kept purposely very low, and often the friendly landlord 
claims that for rent ; yet perhaps by means of a judgment summons 
asmall order is made and committal follows, when the money is 
generally forthcoming. 

Again, the wage-earning classes would practically defy the trades- 
man, having nothing to lose and all to gain, ding their wages, 
or the major a. in the neighbouring public-house; and the 
tradesman would get nothing unless it were for the commitment 
warrant. Of course there are cases where abuses arise, but they are 
in the minority, as I am sure the ju will never allow a committal 
to issue without being thorougbly satisfied that the debtor has the 
means topay. Such is my experience of the ju in the metro- 
politan courts; and, moreover, any right-minded litigant never 
presses for a committal when a debtor bond fide shews he is without 
means. As it is there is very great difficulty to prove the means of a 
debtor, and the burden should be with the debtor to show cause why 
he cannot pay; and not with creditors. Therefore I think very 
ae injustice would be done if imprisonment under the Debtors 

should be abolished or only used im extreme cases. 

6, Idol-lane, Eastcheap, E.C., Aug. 23. A. D, Be. 





MORTGAGES OF RATES, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—With reference to these articles in your journal: Isa mort- 
gagee of rates entitled to his solicitor’s costs on repayment of the 
mortgage ? Fiaaro. 
Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, Aug. 23. 





ppears to be nothing in the nature of a of rates 
toler the ordinary ale thet the mortguge itn all costs 
a by him in with the mortgage.— 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge, 
BUCKLEY ». CAMP, 18th & 25th August. 


Practice—ATracuMEent —Dersctive Service or Ornper or Count—Szrvice 
or Copy—Arripavir or Re-ssrvice—Proor or Szrvice or Notice or 
Hearne or Summons 1x Cover. 


Summons adjourned from chambers. The summons was taken out by 
Edwin Buckley, an iafant, by George Smith, his next friend, on behalf of 
himself and all other members of the Excelsior Juvenile Society of the 
Ancient Order of Foresters, for 
Camp, for disobedience to a 
registry on the 2nd of June, 1897, 
nee 6 he Soe See 

him on account of the said society. In sup 
stated that service of the order was eff on the 5th of June, 1897. 
The service was, however, defective, as the original order was not pro- 
duced. The summons was du pon the 3rd of July, the def t 
being at the same time served with a copy of the affidavit of service of the 
order of the 2nd of June, and at the before Stirling, J., in cham- 
bers an order was made that the order of 2od of June should be re- 
served. The order of the 2nd of June was duly 
July, but no copy of the affidavit of re-service was served. A further 
question arose as to whether an affidavit of service of notice that 


hearing in court had in fact been 
but there was no affidavit to that 
copy of affidavit of re-service of the order of the 2nd of June it was sub- 
mitted that there had been a sufficient compliance with ord. 52, r. 4, as 


proving service of the notice that the summons would be heard on the 18th 
of August, 1897. The must stand over for a week. 


quirements mentioned by Byrne, J. % 
plied with, the order for attachment was made with coste.—CounsseL, Owen 
Thompson. Soxricrrons, 8S. W. Johnson § Son, for Fisher, Jesson, & Wilkins, 
Ashby-de-la-Zouch. 

(Reported by J. E. Atpovs, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re LEWIS. 18th August. 
Soxicrrorn—ATracHMENT FoR Farture To Onsy Onper to Dattver Brit oF 


Motion upon behalf of Mr. John Jones, a farmer, of Cyffty, near Bala, 
Fir Mr. David 






Gaititee Lewis, ‘volistton, of Bala, rene the ground of failure 
Griffiths Lewis,a upon 

to obe er © he court dated the Sth of July, 1897, whereby it was 
ordé id ae 0. Ol g ones his bill of foes 

d 


(Reported by J. E. Aupovs, Barrister-at-Law.]| 


MOORE ». MOORE. 25th August. 
Divorce —Inrzrtm Rezrort on Marsrenaxce — Petrrion — Inscnction 
Restrarmme Dearne with’ Prorsarr—Jcrispiciion. 


, Adelina 
Pritchard on the 


ment of the sum of £25 a year for the maintenance of the child 
marriage, and that the respondent, George Greville Moore, be 
\ to 
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dent stated that he was without means, but Sy the matter coming 

registrar that ~—_ could not rg ate a oo 

at the respondent was o e 
ote of 


mentioned in the report—viz., (1) a m the rents 
the life of his father, and after his father’s death the whole 


interest in three freehold farms near Ipswich; (2) certain policies of 
insurance — the life of his father, who is upwards of seventy years of 
“ge ; and ve em of the Metropolitan Board of Works. With regard to 
rent of farms, the income receivable by the respondent therefrom 
amounted for the year ended Michaelmas, 1895, to £26 1s. 8}d , and in 
1896 to £81 1s. 2d., and up to Michaelmas next they would amount to £45. 
policies of insurance would amount to £3,800 when they fell in, but 
were subject to a charge of £1,900, with interest at the rate of about 
@ year, and also were security for the payment of the premiums, 
amoun to about £109 a year. The amount of the Metro- 
tan Board of Works stock was £2,614 12s., a portion of which, 
, amoun to about £1,500, bad been sold, and in his 
answer to the peti for maintenance the respondent stated that in 
1895 he £1,000 of that stock, but he po sold it. He gave 
no as to the times or amounts of the sales. The report 
submitted that the dent should be ordered to pay £25 a year for the 
maintenance of the , and that the inquiry should be postponed until 
the return of the respondent, who was in Vienna, to this country. The 
court could impose terms upon the respondent that if the report of the 
registrar stood over during the vacation the respondent should pay some 
small sum di the vacation. The petitioner abandoned that part of 
the motion which asked that the payment should be secured. Upon 
bebalf of the respondent it was stated that there was no objection to the 
first Part of the motion, a from Newton v. Newton, 1896, P. 
36, court had no j on to grant an injunction, there being 
no ent maintenance should be secured. 
Byransz, J , made an order confirming the registrar’s report so far as 
the maintenance for the child. The rest of the motion to stand 
generally, with liberty to either party to apply.—Covunsz1, 
3 Bayford. Souscrrons, G. S. ¢ H. Brandon ; Frere, Cholmeley, § Co. 
[Reported by J. E. Atpovs, Barrister-at-Law. } 


JACKSON v. CHAPMAN. 25th August. 


DWILL—ASSIGNMENT—BREACH OF CovENANT NoT Tc CARRY on Busingss 
—Insguncrion. 


This was a motion on behalf of the plaintiffs, Charles Henry 
Jackson, George Danby, and Robert Nightingale, trading as Chapman & 
Sons, that the defendant, Charles Chapman, might be restrained until 
judgment or further order from selling or advertising for sale ‘‘ Chapman’s 

Drinks,’’ and from carry on the business of manufacturer of 
medicines, cattle oils, or other articles in breach of bis covenant 
contained in an indenture made on the 11th of September, 1896, between 
the defendant, Margaret Chapman, and the plaintiffs, and that the 
defendant, his servants and agents, might be restrained until judgment 
in the or further order from soliciting custom from the former 
customers of the business lately carried on by him and the plaintiffs in 
a or otherwise interfering with the goodwill of such businese. 
In rt the motion it was stated that, on the 19th of June, 1895, 
the and the defendant executed a deed of partnership. The 
business was that of manufacturers of animal medicine. &c. The partner- 
was dissolved the llth of mber, 1896, the defendant 
to the plain: all his share and interest in the goodwill and 
name of partnership business, and in all the capital, stock-in- 
trade, property, and effects of the ership. The defendant 
of manufacturer of animal medicine and other 


sae 


il 


2 


that he would not directly or i ly carry on the business 
articles. There 


’s Celebrated Royal Drinks for Horses, 
&c.”? Those articles were merely colourably different from those which 
he was, by the deed of dissolution, not to sell. For the defendant it was 
that the evidence before the court that the defendant bad been 
selling articles substantially the same as those mentioned in the exception 
in — — of Emaabanmene insufficient. 
yExe, J.—I am that upon the evidence a primd facie case 
has beon established that the defendant has teen setting dove astiten poo. 
hibited by the deed of dissolution, and I make the following injunction : 
The defenda be restrained until judgment or further order fro 


te 



















the old firm 
and mentioned in the deed or colourably differing therefrom, end from 
soliciting any of the customers of the old firm in of the said 


i 


will be costs in the action.—Covnse:, W. Baker ; 
Thompson. Sorsctrons, Bwer § Neave, for B B. Chapman, Grimaby ; 
Williamson, Hill, § Co., for Bates ¢ Manton, Grimsby. 
{Reported by J. BE. Atpovs, Barrister-at-Law. } 


attachment upon the defendant, Mr. Hess, the editor of the African 
Critic, for a breach of an undertaking to the court, given on the 31st of 
January, 1896. Upon behalf of the plaintiffs it was now said that the 
parties had agreed to terms of settlement, and by consent, and with the 
approval of the court, there would be no order on the motion. For the 
defendant it was stated that instructions were given by him not to refer 
to the plaintiffs pending the trial of the action which was commenced in 
January, 1896. The reference to the plaintiffs which was made in the 
African Critic of the 14th of August was made in his absence. It was not 
admitted that the reference in fact constituted a breach of the under. 
taking. 

~ a J., said that there would be no order on the motion:—Covunsat, 
Stewart Smith ; J. F. P. Rawlinson. Soxicrrons, Mayo § Co. ; Lewis ¢ Lewis, 

[Reported by J. E. A.povus, Barrister-at-Law. | 








CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 


High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 


THE RUABON STEAMSHIP CO. (LIMITED) v. LONDON ASSURANCE 
CORPORATION. Div. Court. 6th August. 


Insurance (Maninzs)—Damace sy Perms Insurep Acarnst—Cost op 
Practnc Vusssi In Day Dock—Survey ror Rg-ciassivicaTion WHILE IN 
Dry Dock—APPporTIONMENT OF EXPENSES. 


Commercial action tried before Mathew, J. The action was brought by 
the plaintiffs, as owners of the steamship Ruabon, against the defendants 
as insurers of the vessel, to recover the balance of certain expenses 
incurred by the plaintiffs in connection with the repair of damage to the 
vessel caueed by _— insured against. For the purposes of the present 
argument the following facts were admitted : That the vessel passed her 
special No. 1 classification survey of Lloyd’s Register, No. 1 British and 
Foreign Shipping, as required by the rules of the society, at the same 
time that the repairs mentioned in the average statement were done, but 
that she did not go into dock for the purpose of the survey, and that the 
time had not arrived when it was required by the rules; when she was in 
dock the opportunity of her being in dock was taken to examine her bot- 
tom to see if re-classification repairs were necessary ; and that d 
was ne for the vessel to pass such survey. The plaintiffs 
that they were entitled to the whole of the expenses of putting the vessel 
into dock, as the necessity of putting the vessel into dock was caused by 

by perils of the seas insured against by the defendants, and they 








damage 
claimed the whole of such expenses as a necessary part of the cost of the 
repairs. The defendants contended that the plaintiffs were bound to bear 
a part of this , inasmuch as the plaintiffs had by this outlay 
obtained the benefit of having their vessel surveyed for re-classification and 
of having had her re-classified, aud they relied upon the decision of the 
House of Lords in the caee of The Marine Insurance Co. v. The China Trans- 
pacific Steamship Co (35 W. R. 169, 11 App. Cas. 573). Cur. adv. oult. 
August 7.—Maruew, J., read the following judgment in favour of the 
defendants: This was an action brought to recover the balance of 
expenses alleged to have been incurred by the plaintiffs in the repair of a 
ship of the plaintiffs insured by the defendants. ‘The vessel, in the course 
of her voyage, sustained damage by perils insured against, and in order to 
make the repairs it became necessary to place the ship in dry dock. The 
vessel had been classed A 1 at Lloyd’s, and the time for her survey and 
examination for the purpose of renewing her classification had not arrived, 
bat by the rules of Lloyd’s Register the owner was entitled to anticipate 
the cot and call for a —T while she was in we A a. After the 
ves: e been opened up for the purpose of the repairs the survey was 
held, and the vessel’s pn was omawel. The plaintiffs called upon the 
defendants to pay the whole expense of —< the vessel into dry dock 
as a necessary part of the cost of repairs. The defendants contended that 
the plaintiffs were bound to contribute to the expense as an outlay from 
which the plaintiffs had derived material benefit. The defendazxts relied 
on the judgment in the case of The Marine Insurance Co. v. The China 
Transpacific Steamship Co. Counsel for the pluintiffs sought to distinguish 
this case upon the following grounds. In the first place it was said that 
the expense was not necessarily incurred by the plaintiffs; but in my 
ay necessity in euch a case must be measured by commercial rule. 
No prudent owner would allow his ship to lose her class, because of the 
consequent damage to her character and capacity as an instrument for 
earning ht. The outlay was as necessary as that of scraping and 
painting in the case of The Marine Insurance Co. v. The China Transpacifie 
Co. Then it was said that the vessel need not have been placed in ee 
dock for the of survey, because the usual time had not arrived. 
Tioya’s rules the owner was entitled to call for the survey, 
and it might therefore be said that the time for renewing the vessel's 
class had arrived. So far as the underwriters were concerned their 
position was the same as if the survey was held at the exact date, and the 
owner would have been imprudent if he had neglected so favourable an 
opportunity for having the survey made. It was next argued that this 
case was unlike the case of The Marine Insurance Co. v. The China Transpacific 
Steamship Co., because the operations for the repair, and for the survey of 
the ship, —— concurrent, were not of the same character. But the 
survey of the ship required time, and skill, and outlay, and the operation 
in that respect ous to the time, skill, and outlay required for 





GOLD REEFS OF WEST AFRICA v. HESS. 25th Augurt. 
Arracumest—Bazacu or Unpurtakine tu Cocrt—No Oxnper ny Consent. 


was 
the of the ship. n it was contended that the survey was only 
- tal,” and I agree that for — made u the ship in 





Wednerday, the 18th of August, leave was obtained upon bebalf 
wt the plaintiffs to serve notice of motion for leave to issue a writ of 


operations that might have taken place equally well while the was 
not in dry dock the owners ought not to be called upon to contribute. 
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But here the survey could not be held eleewhere than in dry dock, and 


the case is within the principle as stated by Fry, L.J., in The Marine | the 


Insurance Oo. ¥. The China Transpacific Steamship Co. (11 App. Cas., at p. 
583) It was said thatthe judgment for the defendants would give them 
sn advantage at the expense of the owners. But the true view of the ca-e 
seems to me to be that if the plaintiff.’ claim were admitted they would 
recover more than an indemnity in the saving of part of the expense 
which they must have incurred in order to secure a renewal of the vessel’s 
class. I agree with the argument for the defendsnts that the case is 
governed by the decision in The Marine Insurance Co. v. The China Trans- 
pacific Co., and I give judgment for the defendants with coste.—Counes.. 
Cohen, Q.C., and Lush; Joseph Waiton,Q.C., and J. 4. Hamilton. Soxtct- 
rors, Botterell ¢ Roche, for Vaughan ¢ Hornby, Cardiff; Waltons, Johnson, 
Bubb, ¢ Whatton. 
[Reported by Sir Suzreston Baxer, Bart., Barrister-at-Law.1 


THE LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (Appellants) v. WOOD (Respondent). 
Div. Court. 31st July. 


Locat Government—Locomotives on Highwars—SrTeamM-Ro._uer Passine 
atone Hicuway rrom Ong Locatrry to Anorosr—‘ User”? or Hicu- 
way—Hicuways anv Locomottves Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vicr c. 77), s. 32 
—Byz-Laws. 


Case stated by one of the magistrates of the police courts of the Metro- 
polis, sitting at Woolwich police court. An information was laid on behalf 
of the London County Council (the appellants) against the respondent, 

that the respondent, on the 3rd of November, 1896, at High- 

street, in the parish of Eltham, in the county of London, and within the 
metropolitan police district, did unlawfully use a locomotive on a high- 
way in contravention of a bye-law made by the appellants, prohibiting a 
locomotive being used on any highway within the county until an annual 
licence for the use of the same should have been obtained from the 
appellants by the owner th-reof, whereby the respondent became liable 
to the penalty provided by secti n 32 of the Highways and Locomotives 
(Amendment) Act, 1878, and the Local Government Act, 1888. This in- 
formation was heard on the 9th of February, 1897, and at the h the 
following facts were proved oradmitted : The respondent was an neer 
carrying on business at Crickenhill, in the county of Kent, and was the 
owner of the steam-roller or locomotive herein referred to. He had not 
obtained a licence from the a to use the steam-roller within the 
county of London. On the 3rd of November, 1896, the steam-roller was, 
by the directions of the respondent, ae Se along the hway— 
h-street, Eltham, in the county of on. It was not 80 
driven for any purpose of rolling the highway, but was ng along the 
highway in the course of a journey from Crickenhill, in Kent, to Ealing, 
in the county of Middlesex, where it was to be temporarily employed in 
road making. In the course of such journey it would travel for some 
sixteen miles along highways in the county of London Section 32 of the 
Highways and Locomotives Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 77), provides: ‘‘A 
county authority may from time to time. make, alter, and repeal bye-laws 


fi ting annual licences to locomotives used within their county, and 
the fee (not exceeding ten pounds) to be paid in t of each licence ; 
and the owner of any locomotive for which a licence uired under any 


é-law so made who uses or permits the same to be used 

any such bye-law shall be liable to a fine not exceeding forty shill 
for every day on which the same is so used. All fees received under 
section shall be carried to and applied as part of the county rate. This 
section shall not apply to any locomotive used solely for agricultural 

”?; and by section 38 ‘‘ ‘locomotive’ means a locomotive propelled 
by steam or by other than animal power.” In pursuance of these powers 
the London County Council made bye-laws for the and use of 
locomotives in the county of London, No. 1 of which bye-laws provided : 
“No locomotive shall be used on any highway within the county of 
London until an annual licence for the use of the same shall have been 
obtained from the council by the owner thereof, nor at any time after the 
expiration of any such licence unless a further licence shall be obtained 
in respect of such locomotive.’’ — tne higher a that, as we 
steam-roller was only passing along the way for t urpose oO: 
proceeding to another district, such steam-roller was not being used 
within the meaning of the bye-law. The appellants contended the 
steam-roller was used to go to Ealing and earn money there; that 
it was being used as a locomotive, because it was being led by steam 
from one to another ; and that the intention of the was 
to make all persons who should use and wear the highways by means of 
any locomotive contribute by paying a licence fee to the county rate. The 
te decided that the mere passage of the steam-roller over 
the -highways within the appellants’ district while from one 
to another was not such a “‘ user’’ on the highway as was contem- 
plated by the bye-law, and he dismissed the information. The question 
of law now was whether the steam-roller was “‘ used ’’ within the meaning 
of the bye-law. The respondent did not appear. 

Tux Court (Conus and Riptey, JJ.) allowed the appeal, and remitted 
the case to the learned : 

Cottins, J.—Although we have not had the advantage 
argument in favour of the view taken by the learned welled to the —_ 
eprare © tas to Se nape Cot, ae toe So to differ 
oe We ee rs 5 

Locomotives Act, , provides that county authority may make, 
alter, and 1 bye-laws for granting licences for 
wed within 
& licence » magne under any bye-law so made who uses or permits the 
mine to be in contravention thereof shall be liable toa penalty. In 
this case the owner of a steam-roller was with the steam-roller proceeding 





county, and that the owner of any locomotive for which ' 
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care. 
Ruwiey, J., concurred.—Counssg., Daldy. Sorscrron, W. A. Blazland. 


(Reported by Bir Suerstow Baxss, Bart., Barrister-at-Law.| 


LAW SOCIETIES. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
VICTORIA PENSION FUND. 


No further subscriptions have been received towards the above 
during the week, and it remains, as previously stated, at £8,349 9s. 


GENERAL COUNCIL OF THE BAR. 


The following is the report recently issued i eo Set Council of 
the Bar on the state of business in the Queen's Division : 
at held 


E 


of 1893, and the h of assizes at regular of three months— 
now to the present system by which the civil business of 
a ee a ee ee 
t ° 
In uiry the Council have not confined themselves to 


them, but have considered the working of 
Bench Division in London and on the circuits. 


and for the sit- 

tings of courts agreed upon at the of sittings rarely 
adhered to. = ae ae tho sttthage eto uneesteis 
from day to day paar one fe eh, Se WS Sey Ye 
“S Tibient osect cheat tateewes in with 
: BeGw. 


Suaineting, onl eahies to  S EEE e Ces oe 
5. The t clrouit eystem is detective in every respect, the 
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assizes are so arranged as frequently to cause great waste of judicial 
time. Towns are continued as assize towns at which there is generally 
—almost invariably—no business, either civil or criminal. ie great 
objection to this Order in Council is that it compels the visit of 8 
to assize towns at fixed periods, wholly ess of the number of 
prisoners or of civil causes for trial. This uently leaves the judges 


unoccupied. 

As to I. and II.—The Council are informed, and believe the informa- 
tion to be correct, that at the beginning of each sittings a plan of pro- 
cedure is prepared and submitted for the approval of the judges. By 
this it is arranged what number and what description of courts shall sit, 
and when and what judges shall preside. But, as a matter of fact, this 
plan is seldom adhered to, it is unkno#n to say or the profession, 


and, in ice, the settlement ofeach day’s b ess in the courts is left 
in the of the senior associate, who from day to day arranges 
with the available judges where they are to sit and what business they 


are todo. The result is muddle and confusion ofa very serious character 
and complete ignorance upon the part of the judges as to pod oop a mee 
branch ot law with which they may be called upon to deal or the nature 
of the cases they may be called upon to try. 

The judges who alternately preside in the Commercial Court are the 
only Queen’s Bench judges the result of whose work can be tested. Every 
other judge is one of a number dealing indefinitely and promiscuously 
with a large general list. Nosingle other judge has a list upon which he 
can make an jon by industry or‘atility. 

As to III.—Toais allegation also appears to have a very solid foundation 
in fact. Butit is sufficient for the Council to point out, as an illustration 
of the system now in vogue, the remarkable state of things existing in 
London during the present sittings They began in June with about 792 
causes and matters, including 189 special jury causes, 166 common jury 
causes, 268 non-jury causes, and 94 matters in the Crown paper, special 
paper, revenue r, and motion list. At the cog Rpm my ccie of 
the sittings sev: judges left, it being announced that only two i 
(Mr. Justice Hawkins and Mr. Justice Wills) would remain in town 
the whole of the sitting. Provision, however, was made and main 
for keeping open the Commercial Court. To this end fora time the 
services of two judges out of five available for all the courts and judges’ 
chambers were appropriated. Courts sat fitfully for the trial of special 
juries, with the result that (in the absence of any lengthy cause) only 60 
out of the 189 disappeared the list during the first five weeks of the 
sit . This does not mean that all the 60 were tried. In fact, to the 
know of members of the Council they were not. Occasionally a court 
sat to try common juries, with the result that during the same period 30 

. One non-jury court has sat mainly for the trial of patent 
or such-like actions which have found their way from the Chancery 
Division to the Queen’s Bench Division. Three of such cases have occu- 


pied a judge for fourteen, seven, and five days respectively. Inter- 
mittently and y another court for non-juries sat with the result 
that di the five weeks 50 causes disappeared. Divisional Courts, 


variously constituted, have sat intermittently, but the Council are not ina 
position to give details of the business done. 
New cases have of course meanwhile been added to the tive lists 


respec 
—eg., at the date of this (A 5), in spite of the number of 
cases tried, the list of juries 


increased to 207, of common 
uries to 216, and of non-jury causes to 328, the cases in the Crown 
er numbering 72. The foregoing facts establish that, unless something 
extraordinary takes place between the t date and the commence- 
ment of the Vacation, the great bulk of the causes and matters 


awaiting trial at the beginning of the Trinity Sittings will be thrown over 
the Long Vacation. 


In the opinion of the Council this state of things cannot go on without 
seriously impairing the popular belief in the efficacy of trial in the Queen’s 
Bench Courts. Sach delays and uncertainty deter suitors from 
redress for their grievances in the tribunals of the country and drive them 
to private arbitration and other methods of settlement. 

to IV.-— The Council may recall the fact with reference to Divisional 
Courts that their total abolition was by Sir Robert Finlay when 
he brought in his Bill, now known as Finlay’s Act ay, mtorys Court of 
Judicatare Act, 1890), which transferred new trials to the Court of Appeal. 
Divisional Courts are nows source of weakness to the Queen’s Bench 
Division. They take away sometimes two, often four, and sometimes six 
judges from the business of Nisi Prius. The same two judges rarely sit 
for many days, and it not unfrequently happens that the 
determination of a case is long delayed owing to the difficulty of bringing 
=. two judges together again. 


et 





If such demands upon the strength of the Queen’s Bench Division ary 
to continue an addition to the number of judges, constantly urged by the 


Bar Council and its predecessor the Bar Committee, is absolutely 


needful.' 

As to V.—The Council feel it unnecessary to say more wit reference 
to the circuit system than that they agree with every word of the com. 
aes The present circuit arrangements stand condemned by the pro. 

ession. The Council report their conclusions as follows : 

1. That the great concentration of business in London renders it 
imperatively necessary that at least six courts should sit continuously iq 
London throughout the legal year for the trial of actions in the Quesn's 
Bench Division in London. 

2. That it is desirable that arrangements should be made in the Queen's 
Bench Division for the further grouping of actions in separate lists, each 
of such lists to be aesigned either to a single judge, as in the Chaucery 
Division, or to a small rota of judges, as in the Probate, Divorce, ang 
Admiralty Division, and as at present done in the Queen’s Bench Division 
with regard to the Commercial List; and that in making such arrange. 
ments the object should be to secure as far as possible that each action 
should throughout all its stages be dealt with by the sam> judge. 

3 That, in order to carry into effect the improvements above recom. 
mended, an addition to the number of judges of the Queen's Bench 
Division is imperative]; uired. 

4. That, until addi judges are appointed to the Queen’s Bench 
Division, Commissioners should, when occasion arises, be appointed to 
go on circuit so as to enable the above recommendations to be carried 


out. 
August 5, 1897. 





NEW ORDERS, &c. 
TRANSFER OF ACTION. 
Orpgr or Court. 

Monday, the 16th day of August, 1897. 
I, Hardinge Stanley, Baron Halebury, Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britain, do hereby order that the action mentioned in the schedule hereto 

shall be transferred to the Honourable Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams. 
SCHEDULE. 
Mr. Justice Romer (1897—H.—No. 2,420). 

Between Gustav Louis Hille, Plaintiff, and The Hille India Rubber Com. 

pauy (Limited) (in Liquidation), Defendants. Havssvry, CO, 











LEGAL NEWS. 
CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Disso.urtions. 


Artur Fert and Tuomas Hucu Armstrone, solicitors (Fell & Arm- 
strong), 46, Queen Victoria-street, in the city of London. July 1. 
[Gazetle, Aug. 20. 
Samvgy Sreavs Parraipczand Joun Barker Wario, solicitors (Haxby, 
nen & Waring), 11, Belvoir-street, Leicester. July 14. The busi- 
ness in future be carried on by Samuel Steads Partridge at the same 
address under the style or firm of Haxby & Partridge. 


James Gorpon Watts and Doveras WiiitamM Garpinge, s»licitors (Walls 
& Gardiner), 27, Old Jewry, in the city of London. Aug. 19. James 
Gordon Walls will continue to carry on the business at 27, Old Jewry, 
under the style or firm of Walls & Co. [ Gazette, Aug. 24, 





GENERAL. 


Mr. 8. Digby, in a letter to the Times of the 25th inst., states that 
shortly before the last mail left India the local bar secretary wrote to the 
Bombay Press as follows: ‘‘ Tt have been directed on behalf of the Bar to 
inform you that it is not the case, as has been stated, that the E 
members of the Bar have refused to appear for Mr. Tilak. Every 
is bound to accept any brief offered to him, provided it will not interfer 
with his other arrangement and is accompanied by an adequate fee.’’ 

There are now, says the Daily News, ten judges of the Supreme Court 
who are eligible for retirement, having completed the statutory term of 
fifteen years’ service, entitling them toa on. The Master of 
the (Lord Esher) heads the list with a service of over twenty-nine 
years; Baron Pollock comes next with a record of nearly twenty-five 
poem, Stout by Lords Justices Lindley and Lopes, Justices Hawkins, 

, and Cave, Lord Justice Chitty, and Justices North and Day, the 

latter of whom only completed his term in June last. Lord Justice A. L. 
Smith will have been on the bench fifteen years next April. Of the fore- 
going ten judges, Mr. Justice Cave, whose resignation will come inte 
at the end of the Tong Vacation, is the only one at present who 
seems likely to avail himself of the opportunity to retire. 








Wakrnino To intenpinc Hover Puncuaszrs any Lessers.—Before pur- 
chasing or ren 
Examined, T , and 
Bros., 65, Victoria-street, 
particulars. 


a house, have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
od Upon by an, Expert rom Mesers. Carter 

. Fee quoted on receipt of full 
(Established 21 yesrs.)—[Apvr.] 
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THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


t. 2.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranrievo, at the Mart, at 2 p.m.: 
LIFE INTEREST : 
In Trust Fund, value nearly £4,000, age ama Dock Stock ; lady aged 42. 
— oe ee Messrs. Barfield & Barfield, London. 
0 
For £2,000, with profits, Norwich Union; bonus aie 4 £1,141; —— 
aged 80; also one for £999 19s., with Profite, Seottish Provi i dent Institution 
ane additions, £686 ; on same life. Soli tors, Messrs. Tarlor, Seller & 
essop, ” 
For £500, with profits, Ro bonus additions, £217 tleman aged 61. 
For £500, with gous, Eau, and Law; bonus ‘iditions, £93; gentleman 
aged 51, (See advertisements, this » back page.) 








WINDING UP NOTICES 
London Gaszette—Fauipay, Aug. 20. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lawrrep m Cuanozry. 

Amatcamatep Syxpicates, Liurrep—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 4, directed to 
be heard Sept 1. Blachford & Co, 15, Walbrook, solors tor puenen. Notice of of ores 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of A\ 

Appaxtoo Gop Mixixc Co, Liurrep (1x Liqurpation)—Creditors in the United Kingdom 
ase sequioe’, on or before Sept 20, and elsew: nae oor ee Se to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to W. J. Lavington, 


an oh mae New Broad st. Snell & Co, 1 and 2, George st, House, solors 

to liquidator 

Bonv’s Soar Co, Limrrep (1x Votuntary Te nanan | geen are requi on or 
before Sept 21, "to send their names and addresses, and th 


a of their ts or 
gine. X Bennett Collier, 86, King st, Manchester, Jones, Manchester, solor to 
iquidator 


Bartise Insutatep Wine Co, Liurrep, 1890 (1x eye nie are required, on 
or before Sept 16, ty Toe their names and ad of their 


Bracewstt, Jouy, Keighley, York, Innkeeper Oct 14 Naylor, Keighley 

Brace, Joux Loxemax, Hendon Sept 22 Lyne & Holman, Gt Winchester st 
Brasven, Jenemian, Westgage on Sea Sept 14 Troughton, Gravesend 

Brows, Wii.14m, Eccleston, nr St Helen’s Lancs, Farmer Aug 23 Tyrer, Preset 
Crarx, Tuomas, Adel cum Eccup, York, Yeoman Sept 27 Harland & Ingham, Lee ls 
Dowsgs, Gaenss Svucosx Taomrson, Cleckheaton, York Sept 10 Taylor & Co, 
Du Croz, Faepsricx Avavstvus, Lombard st Sept 30 Iliffe & Co, Bedford row 
Eyoort, Soruta, Stonehouse, Glos Sept 15 Little & Mills, Stroud 

Ce Oe, eens Se Water, Glos, Farmer Sept 13 C W Dommett & Son, 


Grernway, Exiza, Sheldon, Warwick Aug23 Lowe & Jolly, Birmingham 
Hopasox, Many, Halifax Sept 15 Wavell & Co, Halifax 
Jonzs, Davin, Abercynon, Glam, Coal Merchant Oct9 Linton & Co, Aberdare 
Ketan, Avoustvs, Chester Sept 30 Gamon & Co, Chester 
Kesxpricx, Hexry, Denmark hill, Public Accountant Sept 24 Barker, Union court 
Mazz, Caanczs Epuuwp, Clapham Sept 20 Roweliffes & Co, Bedford row 
Mansuatt, Exiza, Stone, Stafford Septi4 W & H Bishop, Hanley 

Joux, Withington, nr Manchester, Machinist Sept29 Chapman & Co, Man- 
Sricock, Fraxx, Chipping Ongar, Essex, Saddler Sept29 Gibson & Bond, Ongar 
Si1cockx, Hexnry, Dronfield, Derby Sept14 Wightman & Parker, Sheffield 
Surtn, ALrrzep, Wavendon, Bucks, Farmer Sept 13 Tanqueray, Woburn, Beds 
Sraestex, Cuaries Atrorp, Erith, Kent Sept4 Parish & Hickson, St Swithin’s lane 
Srvc, Bexsaury, Birmingham, Coal Merchant Sept 30 Hooper & Ryland, Birmingham 
Wastox, Taomas, Macclesfield Sept 29 Hand, Macclesfield 
Wuirrugap, Pexcy, Paignton, Devon Sept i4 Fell, Queen Victoria st 
Waex, Joszrn, Bishop’srd Oct1 Chalmers-Hunt, Ware, Herts 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Aug. 17. 





fake their debts 

or claims, to khart Chalmers and Edward TS ‘enwick st, Li 

E. T. Woon, a are required, on or before Wednesln 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
Thomas Wood, Brinscall, ote, on. 

Meany & Co, Luarep—Petn for win presented Aug 17, directed to be heard on 
Sept 1 Rooke & Sons, 45, Lincoln’s inn n halds, agents for Brain & Brain yey | 

solors for petners Notice ‘of cas must reach the above-named not later than 


o'elock i in the afternoon of Au 

MIDDLESBROUGH AND DistRICT rx na Water axv Borritye Co, Limrrep—Creditors 
ad pve mph Sephe p he hy Tt FF ond obtense sn iaiddccocomeh 

jars of their debts an: ee yres y,2, Pp roug! 
Malkin, Stockton on Tees, solor to — 

Miter & ALpworts, Limitep—Credito required, on or before 9, to send their 
names and addresses, and the pestioulens ‘of their debts or deka, Warde, 
The Brewery, Lowfield st, Dartford 

Sur “ Annis Speer” Vo, nqunnae—Duotiiow ost required, on or bef»re Oct é to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of of their debts or claims, to George 
Brownell, 13 and 14, Chapel chbrs, Chapel st, Liverpool Miller & Co, Liverpool, solors 
for the liquidators 

TaeataicaL Enterprises, Linirep—Petn for wi! up, ited Ans 18, ateatet © to 
be heard Sept 1. G. 8S. & H. Brandon, 1 — , solors for petners. 
Sagas Sones Se He vi not later than 6 o’clock in the ie esenat 
Aug 3 

West : Re Farmers’ Manure anp Cattie Foop Co, Limrtrsp Pa emtagern pO 
Creditors are pope ey or before Sept 11, to send their names an 
particulars of their debts or claims, to James Brown, Chase House, ‘ines Lynn 


London Gasette.—Turspay, Aug. 24. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIBS. 
Luoarep 1x Cuancrry. 


Bonoven ano District Prorerty Co, Liars 
Sept 31, to a their names and addresses, and the sticulars of or claims, 
to Harold Sisson Williams, 5, Cook st, Liverpool. Oliver Jones & Co, Tiverbocl, oulens 
to liquidator 
Butuwayo Estatsz axp Taust Co, Lonrep—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 20, 
to be heard on Sept 1. AW Rixon, Ethelburga House, 70, Bishopagate st, 
solor for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above- 
in the afternoon of A 


on or before 


o'clock in of Aug 26 
Pee Deer Leve. ee Mines. eg a for brewery BE eg = 19, 
directed to be heard on Oct 27. Minchin & Co, 23, Laurence lane, solors for 
oo “Notice of must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in 
e afternocn of Oct 
Hoventon & Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on 8, to send their 
names and add and the particulars o thats Schis ce choise William Charks 


resses, 
Pearce, 31, New Bridge st 

Wittow Brewery Co, Ia p-—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 2, to send their 
names and addresses, ” and the a of their debts or — to Robert Murray 
Burgess, 38, Albion st, Lael, Dal ton, Leeds, solor to liquidator 


_ 


CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Ovam. 

London Gasette—Turspvay, Aug. 10, 


Dees, Ai ALEXANDER Doversa, CBes any ag ome Hotel Proprietor Sept 30 Brinklow v 
Singleton, Romer, J st, Finsbury sq 


Suarez, y vian Consul-General Feb 
aD fury, Compas een, Bom Tia tanthawa 


London Gasette,—Fainay, Aug. 13. 


Rarrar.io, Gruseree Towrert: Fu, Ric Marina, Engineer Oct 20 
Marassi v Moyse, Kekewich, J’ Harston, Bishopagate o¢ Withine 








UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Caam. 
London Gasette.—Faivpay, Aug. 13. 
Avpry, Puitir, West Heelerton, York, Farmer Septi Hugh W & R Pearson, Malton 
Baxren, Carnxnine Jane, Reigate Sept 18 Baileys & Co, Berners st 
Baviey, James Porren, Stourbridge Sept 29 R A Willcock & Taylor, Wolverhampton 











Bat Hu, JoszrH, Bradford Sept20 Wood, Leeds 

Bicxwet, Hazry Preas, Mamhead, Devon Oct1 Baker & Langworthy, Bristol 
Brepeamann, Exit, Clapham Sept17 Snell & Co, George st, Mansion House 

A tt Novi Kenyon & Sons, Thorne, via Don- 


Borrox, Wiii14m Hewry, Stanhope grins Sept 1s Still & Son, New sq, Lincoln's inn 
Brooxs, Mancanet Jessy, Bayswater Sept 30 Bell & Ingoldby, Louth 

my Broughton, Salford, Mechanical Engineer Sept 17 Lawrence 
Coors, Josera, Hazel Grove, Engine Fitter Sept 20 Sidebotham & Sidebotham, 
Dowsn, Sas Samm, Tilley, We, Stafford Sept 1 John N & E A Cotterell, 


Dieorns, Rossrt, Colchester Sept 30 Goody & Son, Colchester 

Drxox, Exzavor, Stockton on Tees Sept 20 Thomas & Malkin, Stockton on Tees 
Dauxmonp, ALexanpgs, Worcester Sept10 Wragge & Co, Birmingham 
Dyspa.z, Axpasw, Lancaster gate Oct9 Minet & Co, King William st 

Fizet, Txomas Horx, Dartford Sept 18 Still & Son, New sq, Lincoln's inn 

Foran, Exvizasera, Southport Sept29 J & BE Whitworth, Manchester 

Sines, Ss ir eaten, ee, Se Jani Stapleton & Hildyard, 


Hitt, Sauvgt, Colliery Engineer Aug 3i Hinds, Stourbridg» 
oes 8 be = Frepenicx, Bootle, Lanes, Consulting Engineer Sept 18 Sampson 


— sents Durbiton Aug 19 Chariton & Baker, Kingston . 

Marruams, Witt1am, Gt Waltham, Essex, Farmer Sept 30 Wade & Co, Dunmow 
Owen, Jouy Dominy, Birmingham Sept 25 Lane & Co, Birmingham 

Proctor, Grorcs Taomas, Tottenham Sept 30 Gibbs & Co, Eastcheap 

Row ey, James, Kirkdale, Liverpool Sept 13 Newman & Kent, Liverpool 

Witurams, Evizanera, Birkenhead Sept13 Newman & Kent, Liverpool 

Witu1ams, Joux, Teignmouth, Licensed Victualler Septi10 T & J Hutchings, Teign- 


London Gasetie.—Fainay, Aug. 20. 
Amer, Sanan, Bognor Sept 20 Staffurth & Staffurth, Bognor 
Asuwe.t, Exizasers, Chichester Sept 21 Cooper & Co, Henley on Thames 
Arxivs, Exizanera Gruive, Northampton Sept 29 Ginn & Matthew, Cambridge 
a Wood st, Tie Manufacturer Sept 29 Lumley & Lumley, 


POR sy Te eR Oct 2 Callyer- 
Bristow & Co, Bedford row 


Bancen, Hursabuen Fisnan, poathgest Sept 18 Mather,Liverpool 
Basricx, Evcex Sourary, Exeter Sept25 Bremridge & Luke, Exeter 
Braxs, Wriuiam, Welham Hall, nr Retford Nov 1 Kenyon & Sons, Thorne, via 


Borastox, Tuomas, Kidderminster Sept 20 Marcy & Co, Bewdley 

Buscau., Hexay James, Burton on Trent Sept30 E E Blyth, LL.D., Norwich 
Burtizr, Joux Eowann, Walsall, Merchant Sept 25 Stirk & Co, Wolverhampton 
Caewpsox, Roszrr, Rydal Mount, Westmorland Oct 30 Slater & Co, Manchester 
Daswoop, Jawz Many, Templecombe, Somerset Septi6 Marsh & Warry, Yeovil 
Easrzs, Faxpeaicx, Folkestone, MD Oct 14 Hall, Folkestone 

E.mscey, Frances, Hastings Sept20 Young & Co, St Mildred’s court, Poultry 
Garters, E.cex Kare, Worthing Sept 2i Gates, Worthing 

QGurton, Cuaaues, Upper Park pl, Dorset eq Sept 2i James & James, Bly pl 
Hanpr, Many, Hove, Sussex Oct 1 James & James, Ely pl 

Maneqoes, Fansonsen, easton on Dove, Derby, Coal Merchant Sept 22 Small & Tal~ 


Heartox, Witttam, Kendal, Westmorland, High Bailiff Octi Thompson, Kendal: 
Hix, Wititam, Beverley, York Sept 30 Whiteing, Beverley 

Jaumsow, Ciantwpa Marouax, Kingston upon Hull Oct4 Gale, Hull 

Jeten, Bowasn, Linnsemet 9 Wile, SU Sy Nov 1 Liopd & Robert, 
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Kassert, Sanan, Portsmouth, Furniture Dealer Sept 15 Hyde & Hobbs, Portsmouth 
Kyow zs, Auics, Lytham, Lanes fept 30 Ascroft, Blackpool 

Laxoiaxps, Georor, Wested, Swanley, Kent Sept is J & J C Hayward, Dartford 
eer Seems Lataam Waeever, Danes inn, Strand Sept 18_ Bell, 


Sept 18 Bone & Heppell, Frederick’s pl, 


Lata 
Las, Jouw Hancovar, New inn, Solicitor 
Old Jewry 


Matuam, Ricnarp, Croydon Sept 11 Coleman, 16, Railway appr, London bridge 
Maysznixo, Evwarp Hitt, Hampstead Oct6 Renshaw & Co, Suffolk lane 





Hulbert & Crowe, 
st Sept 20 Croft & Mortimer, Coleman st 

Patou, Exizasern, Clevedon pl, Eaton sq Sept 30 Blachford & Co, Walbrook 
Prestor, Jonx, Urmston, Lancs, Painter Sept 30 Rowland, Manchester 

Scroces, Jounx, Oxford, Auctioneer Sept 1 Percival Walsh & Son, Oxford 

Surru, Heaman Souruwoop, Dorking Sept 17 Needham, New inn 


MrrcHett, Cases Haznzis, Blandford, Dorset, Farmer Oct 1 
Mrrros, Gronas, 


Ta Hewry Jouy, South Norwood Sept 25 Stacpoole & Co, Pinners’ Hall, 
Old Broad st 
Vee, Se James, Puckeridge, Hertford Sept 29 O’Hare, Much Hadham, 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Frivay, Aug. 20. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Ayosiit, Agtuur, Southampton, 
Pet Aug 18 oan oy 
Arxinson, Pavut, Govle, Yorks, 
Augi8 Ord Aug 18 


c ~A ee 
ASELEY, ANDREW, 
under Pet July 30 Oed Linn 3 
Cuatrertos, Joszrn, Ra 
Pet Aug 16 Ord me 16 


CLagg, eee, ay» , Lancs, Coal Dealer Boltun | 
ug 


Pet Aug 16 
Crowes, Hexxy, ter, ned rd, Baker High | 
Court Pet Aug 18 Ord Aug 18 


18 Ord Aug 18 

= m Sea High Court Pet July | 

Cox, Frepsrick, pbenveraig, nr Fenty it, Bankeman | 
“Pontypridd "Pet a hy Ord Augi7 

Davizs, np, Hereford Hereford Pet Augis8 Ord 


18 
E.us, Jonx, Hireel, . Sailmaker Bangor Pet 
re 14 Ord Aug 14 
Friercuse, Jouy Tayvor, Salford, + ad Pork Butcher 
Balford Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 16 
Foster, Geonoz Parken, Er pay Nurseryman Ports- 


mvuuth Petaugi2 Ord Aug ae 
Giiui0ow, Gzoros AxTuuR, Fwy nr Bridge, Yorks, 
Butcher Wakefield Aug 16 oOo Aug 16 
Goprrey, ‘any ~~ or roe Bookseller Peck 
Aug is —= 
Kf os Gt Grimsby Gt Grimsby Pet 
Aug 4 Ord aug 1 
Siprey, Drcissstates “4 Broker's Clerk High 
Court Aug 17 Ord Aug 17 
Hose, Heyry Pavt, Seething in 
29 Ord Aug 18 


Hvenss, Evax, Blaenau Festiniog, Grocer Portmadoc ° 


Pet 16 Ord Aug 16 
Aug ug 


Joy, Fueprxick, Marshall, Dorset, Saddler 


Ord Aug 12 
Lanz, Cuantes Avovstins, Walsall, a Manu- 
facturer Walsall Pet Aug 14 ond 
Lawspare, Witiiam ee Fancy aes Ports- 
mouth Pet A —— 18 
Manrspes, neg Ny Jonzs, , Flour Dealer 


Marzsiss, Lew West Hampstead, Must Publisher High 
Court ad —s 
2 ae Painter Bangor Pet Aug 


ADELINE, Dover High Court 


Pet July 10 Ord Aug 18 
une Cuaa.es Joun, and Faepericx Rossiter, ——_ 
Manufacturers Dorchester 
Aug 18 Aug 18 
Pay, Cuantes Farperict, ae Laundryman Liver- 
pool Pet 17 Ord A 
Pows.., Jon», Merchant Man- 
chester Pet Augi7 Ord A 
Paice, Joun, 8t mit, Liverpool 
Pet Aug 14 Ord Aug 14 
WLINsON, Jon: Merchant Burnley 
Pet July 2 bony Aug 16 


Denbigh, Farmer 

4, Baner Pet Aing 16 Ord Aug 16 an, 
EST, upon Commercial 
“Traveler Kingston upon Hull Pet Aug 18 Ord 


Witsians, Agent 
ware Tyra Hy fy = 9 7 17 
uae, Witiiam Levy, and Mavaice Witt1am Raxvie, 
me a. Pet Aug 16 
Wontaisetus, Witiian, Liverpool, Grocer Liverpool 
Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 16 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Joszru Waitont, Wisbech St Peter, Cambs, Book 
Aug BWati 5 ee | . 
2b 2.50 Of Rec, Byrom st, s 


Sept latil Of 


= Analyst South- 

Cooper Wakefield Pet | 

Bares, Axx "1! Alrewas, nr Lichfield, Butcher Wal- | 
sall Pet A 











{ —s* wor: Cleckheaton, 
at 11.30 Off Ree, 31, Manor row, B: 
Biezargp, Fasperick, 
30 at il Off Ree, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
Brichtwe.i, Ropert Caw THORNE, 
Peter’ 


Grantham, Lincs 
2ati2 Off Rec, 8t = Church why Notingham 


| Brows, ALFrep ah Kingston upon : - el 


Aug 27 at 11 Off Rec, Trinity House In, H 
Case.ey, Axprew, _Glomop, Derby, Innkeeper Aug 27 at 
3.30 Manchester 


Off Rec B st, 
| Cane Wissen , Lanes, Coal Dealer Aug 27 at 
8 16, Wood 
Wy Butcher Aug 30 
at 1 Crypt chmbrs, row, 
paces Leyton, Leather Embosser Aug 27 atl 


Carey st 
| Cowztt, Feeperick Lawrence, Mundesley, Norfolk, 


Dairyman Aug 2ati2 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
| Dicorns, Josern Wittiam, Grimston, Norfolk, Baker 
Aug 28 at 12.30 oS ee *. st, Norwich 
Eowazps, Joux, Crouch End Aug at1l Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 


| Gan, Azzaro, Whitstable, Kent, Shipbroker Aug 28 at 3 
4 feeper Aug 27 at 12 


| Garrs, James, Cambridge, Hotel 
Lion Hotel, Petty Cary, orks Boo 
ee Tuomas CHARLES, b Sang Bookseller Aug 31 at 
2.15 Off Rec, 28, Stonegate, Y: 


Bolton’ 
Corros, Hexay Samvew, Bagillt, 





wisnarn: Gores, New Joten, A amd Blacksmith Aug 
7 at 11.30 Off Rec, Nevboroagh sf 
eae Emity Fuonescn, "Wenham Aug 28 
at 12 30 Norths 
Haraisoxn, WattTue ‘ean 1 at 12 Of 
row, 


Hip, Lerricg, Pembroke, Postmistress Aug 28 at3 Off 
cath, Glam, Come ission Agent A 
oy 
Alexandra rd Sunes od 
Laks, Staxiey Cote, Upper Berkeley a, Auctioneer A 
27 at 12 Bankruptcy bi ~ 


Lez, Apeanam Tuomas Ties Huddersfield, 
Traveller Aug 30 at 11 Off Bec, 19, John William st, 


L W ry Aug 27 at 11 Off Rec, 

TOe bebop ug a 15, 

Stanmore, Horse Dealer Aug 
Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, hag = avue 

Maartis, Wittiam James, FP uth, Baker Aug 28 at 12 

Boscawen st, Truro 
Morais, Samvet Cotiins, Wolverhampton, Baker Aug 30 
at 10.30 Off Rec, Wolverham 
van Aug 30 at 


ton ay Spring, Durham, 
Rec, 25, John st, Sun- 


Raprorp, Fazp, Bootes, oo Captain Aug 27 at 2.30 


Ratixsrorp, Gzoros, tad | Fusse Cartwaicut, Erdington, 
Warwicks Aug 30 at 23, Colmore row, Bir- 


— Groner, Cullercoats, N Spe ape 

on 
Savion, m, Tuouas Yams, Mosler, t,, Me Genes, Balicoe” Aug 
error, ; a. Hammersmi Aug 30 at 


Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Seenek Wiit1am Geoncs, Cardiff, Grocer Aug 30 at 11 
Off Rec, 29, Queen st Caraift * 

Trowsg.t, WILLIAM, , Railway Clerk Aug 27 at 11 
Off Ree, 40, St 8 gate, 4g 

Watwneap, Fea ok 7 on 50 bee See 
grocer Rec, 30, lew- 

Ww on tyne J Ry east 

HITAKER, SAMUEL Ree, Figt 
27 at 2.30 Off ree In, Shetiiel 

Wituiams, Joun, P Creat 31 a 12 Of 

Rec, Gloucester Mon 


Wisse Lavy, and dione ba Bas- 
wrence In, Printers Aug 27 2 Bankruptcy 


st 
x, Worcester, Coal Dealer Aug 27 at 11.30 
45, Copenhagen st, Worcester 


Horcutxas, Joun 
wWati2 Of aay ay 31, 


hice gr we Gt 
Sats Off 


Monxuey, Witttam Fans, 
11.30 Off Rec, 29, Queen 

Pivexsy, Wiui14m Bacu, 
Plumber Aug 27 at 4 


Aug 30 


J 
Wu 
DLE, 


Wiis 
Off 


Amented neice eos that published ia the 
London Gazette of August 17 : 
Bout, Exixs, Blockley, Worcester Aug 2 at3 1, 8 
Aldates, Oxtord 7” 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Arsiat, Josern Avexayper, and Narurau: Haney, 
Avast, London wall, Merchants High Court Pet 


June 17 Anewce, Sicley 
Axoe.t, ARTHUR, SS Ord hase Public Analyst 


—— a Ged boo Goo, orks, Geuper’ Wakefield Pet 





averay, Ws Warren ten sre Jon, Hove, Sussex, Draper Brighton 


York, Engineer Aug 30 


Bairstow, Epwarp, and Ricuarp ALEXANDER Rixey, 
Halifax, _ Merchants Halifax Pet July % 
Ord Aug 

Bares, Ann + 35 Alrewas, nr Lichfield, Butcher Wal. 
sall Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 9 

Barren, Susaw Jang, Perranzabuloe, Cornwall Truro 
Pet July 15 Ord Aug 18 

Bouanp, Atrrep Parrick Josepn, ees Builder St, 
Albans Pet June 15 Ord Aug 

Box. Atsgat Eowrs, Poole, vw by Poole 
Ord Aug 18 

Cuarrenrtos, Josera, yo mae a York, Tailor Dews- 
b Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 16 

Crags, Wittiam, Tyldesley, Lancs, Coal Dealer Bolton 
Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 16 

Couton, Eaxest, Leather Embosser High Court 
Pet Aug i4 Ord Aug 18 

Cox, Farpesicx, Penygraig, nr Pontypridd, Banksman 

typridd Pet Aug17 Ord Aug 17 

Davies, Ricaagp, Hereford, Grocer’s Assistant 
Pet Augi8 Ord Aug 18 

Epwarps, Joay, Crouch End High Court Pet July 23 


Ord Aug 16 : 
Exus, Joux, Hirael, Bangor, Sailmaker Bangor Pet 
Aug il4 Ord Aug 14 


Pet July 12 


Hereford 


Fusrcass, Joun Tayior, Salford, Lancs, Pork Butcher 
Salford Pet Augi4 Ord Aug 16 

Foster, Georce Parker, Southsea, Nurserymin Ports- 
mouth Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 

Gituion, Georce Aowase. 3 Ley) nr Whitle ~ frm mm Yorks, 
Butcher Wakefield 16 O 

Gopraey, Taomas nance, ron Redbaltiee” Fork jPet 

Aug 16 


ug 16 Ord A f 
Goopwix, WILLIAM —— Gt Grimsby Gt Grimaby 
Aug4 Ord Aug 17 
Garenwoop, Sipvey, Bryanstone * Broker’s Clerk High 
Court Pet Aug iw Ora Aug 17 
ane, 744 Aywiz, Durham Durham Pet July 30 Ord 
ug 1 
Homes, = Buayp, Bieminghem,_ Gunworker Bir- 
mingham Pet Julyi4 Ord Aug 18 
Kwapr, Arrave, Lliford, Kesex, Fine Arts Importer High 
Court PetMay13 Ord Aug 18 
Lane, Cuanves Avaustine, Walsall, Gig Saddle Manufac- 
turer Walsall Pet Aug 13 Ord Aug 14 
Layspace, Wituiam Epwis, yay ° saad Dealer Ports- 
mouth Pet Aug 18 Ord sNip 
my Fins 


Lavexper, Caagtes Henry bury 
Accountant High et May 20 Ord Au ph, 17 
Marspex, Geouce James thes a Flour Dealer 

Manchester Pet Aug 17 Ord A’ 
eae ey eaeee Bangor, Painter r Pet Aug i6 


wulenm iienaas Joun, and Freperic«x Rossiter, Bland- 
ford, Manufacturers Dorchester Pet 


Aug 18 Aug 18 
Pows., Jou, - v7 Merchant 
Pe - a Aug , a Onl At Aug 17 ws 
on, Jonny Helens, Lancs, Greengrocer Liverpool 
Pet Aug 14 Ord Aug 14 
ars Sw Henry, Bermondsey,8.E. High Court 
Jay 8 Ord Aug 17 
eeu = ye Bettws- eye Denbighshire, Farmer 
Bangor Pet Aug 16 


Sittvesrer, Eavest, a Kingston-upon- 
Hull Pet Aug wis bed nee 13 e 
Suirn, Henny Jenxiy, — mmission Agent Cardiff 


Sure Wee “4 + gar Be oe Bak Kingston, Surrey 
Ta, WILLIAM » er " 

Pet Aug li ‘Ord Ded bog 

fouge, poate, Verve, yl, Flints Bangor Pet July 15 


Srivtoy + Georcze, Hammersmith, Tobacconist 
High Court Pet Aug 18 Ord Aug 18 

Trowsg.1, Westar. iio Railway Clerk Derby Pet 
Augié Ord 


——— JR.5 -g | i Somerset Taunton Pet 


Aug 16 Ord Aug 17 
Witiiams, Connexivus, Merthyr Tydfil, Sotteniesten Agent 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet 


poy 17 Ord Aug 17 
London Gasette.—Turspay, Aug. 2%, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
AnmetnosG, James, Cheapside High Court Pet Aug 2 
Ord Aug 2 
Baasetrt, Farpericx, Yeovil, Fish Hawker Yeovil Pet 
Aug 20 Ord 20 


Buaverr, Cuaaies i} Halifax, Butcher Halifax 
Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 20 

Catiay, Joux, ceamen, Plasterer Manches- 
ter Pet Aug 19 Ay 19 

Coates, Taomas Wi.t1an, yee of W, Boot Maker 
N Pet Aug 21 po # ina 3 

Crort, Joux Epomenrts, Diss, olk, Builder Ipswich 
Pet 19 Ord Aug 19 

Davis, 
gar 





1Lt1AM Beary, Rhymney, Mon, Grocer Trede-— 
Pot Aug 19 Ord Augid’’ 





Pay, Ca 


at 
Sacer, A 
Ban 


Sirvast: 









dham, 


Rixey, 
luly 30 


Wal- 
Truro 
ler St. 
fuly 12 
Dews- 
Bolton 
Court 
ksinan 
sreford 
uly 23 
tr Pet 
utcher 
Ports- 
Yorks, 
rk jPet 
rimaby 
High 
D Ord 
Bir- 
High 
nufac- 
Ports- 
circus, 
g17 
Dealer 
Aug 16 


Bland- 
r Pet 


rchant 
verpool 
1 Court 
Farmer 
-upon- 
Cardiff 
Surrey 
July 16 


y Pet 


Agent 


Aug 2 
rill Pet 
ialifax 
znches- 

Maker 
[ps wieh 
Trede- 


ail Aug. 28, 1897. 
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Bawes, Samvet Gzorcr, Bath, Watchmaker Bath Pet 
‘Aug 11 Ord Aug 20 

Bowanps, Hannan, Vale, nr Tonypandy Ponty- 
i Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 20 

Fires, A T, Tokenhouse bidgs, Merchant High Court 

Pet July 24 Ord —. 

G@umoun, ALEXANDER, , Commission Agent York 
Pet Aug 19 Ord Aug 19 

Gowwur, Frepericn Joun, Ashford, Kent, Coachbuilder 
Canterbury Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 20 

Goo, —— Balham, Actor Wandsworth Pet Aug 
19 O ug 19 

QuirritH, Witt1am, Menai Bridge, Anglesey, Coal Dealer 

r 20 


Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 

Hast, Joun, Gt Winchester st, Solicitor High Court Pet 
June 24 Ord Aug 6 

Hicxs, Jonw James, Ilford, Essex, Builder Chelmsford 
Pet July 26 Ord Aug 18 

Howes, Rosert, Norfolk, Dealer King’s Lynn Pet Aug 


21 Ord Aug 21 ’ 
Kiso, Henxazy, Norfolk, Farmer Norwich Pet Aug 21 
Ord A 2 


1 

Laycock, AH, Weymouth st, Portland pl, Lodging house 
Keeper High Court Ord Aug 9 

Manwoop, Arnruur, and Watter Marx Cross, Notting- 
ham, Cycle Agents Nottingham Pet Aug 19 Ord 
Aug 19 

“ie 4 Faepericxk Conrap Tarte, Swansea, Solicitor 
Swansea Pet Augi9 Ord Aug 19 

Nerrieton, Harry, 8, Butcher Leads Pet Aug 19 
Ord Aug 19 

Ovpixne, Danizt Joun Tuomas, Battersea, Builder 

andsworth Pet July 16 Ord Aug 19 

Picotx, Joun, Wigan, Grocer Wigan Pet Aug 20 Ord 
Aug 20 

cam og Joux Oxiver, Heacham, Norfolk, Coil Mer- 
chant King’s Lynn Pet Aug2i Ord Aug 21 

Riotey, Epwarp Jony, jun, Clapham, Commercial Clerk 
Wandsworth Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 20 

Soavy, J. C., H.)LS, Minotaur, Lieutenant Portsmouth 
Pet July 18 Ord Aug 20 

arene, Ba raiett Dexter, Boston Boston Pet Aug 19 


Aug 19 
Biighton, Electrical Engineer 
20 


Tuomrson GroraGe, 
Brighton Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 

Tvawer, Henay, York, Joiner York Pet Aug 21 Ord 
Aug 21 


Verrcu, Joun Harvinor, Durham, Printer Durham Pet 
Aug 21 


Aug 21 

Vieers, Epwarp, Notting Hill, Architect High Court 
Pet June 19 O1d Aug 19 

Watiace, Witiiam, and Herreer Srocxey, Central 
Markets, Butchers High Court Pet July 28 Ord 
Aug 19 

Woop, Moytacu, Duke st, St. James's, Financial Agent 
High Cou:t Pet July 27 Ord Aug 19 . 





ORDER R°SCINDING RECEIVING ORDER. 


Reep, ALFRED, oe ypere. Stratford, Builder 
Comt Ree Ord March 21,1896 Rese Aug 18, 1897 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Avort,, Arruur, Shirley, Southampton, Public Analyst 
Sept 6 at 3.30 Giff Ree, 4, East st, Southampton 

Bates, Ayn Lizzie, Alrewas, nr Lichfield, Butcher Sept 
latil Off Rec, Walsall 

Cuarrerton, Josern, Ravensthorpe, York, Tailor Sept 1 
at3 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 

Cirarke, Coarites Eowarp, Bute Docks, Cardiff, Green- 
grocer Sept 1 at 11.80 Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Crowes, Henry, Maccle-field terr, City rd, Baker Sept 1 
atl2 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Coox, Ricnarp, Southend on Sea Sept 1 at 11 Bank- 
ruptey bidgs, Carey st 

Crawsnaw, Davip, Wombwell, Yorks, Butcher Aug 31 
at3 Off Rec, 6, Bond terr, Wakefield 

Cort, Jonx Epments, Diss, Norfolk, Builder Sept 2 at 
11 Crown Hotel, Diss 

Crosstey, Margaret Jane, Abergavenny, Fishmonger 
Septlati2 66, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Evaxs, Toomas Wii.i4M, Birmingham, Draper’s Assistant 
Sept 1 at 2.30 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Foster, Grorce Parker, Southsea, Nureerymash Aug 31 
at = OS Rec, Cambridge Junction, High st, Porte- 
mow 

Giumovr, AL4XanpeER, Leeds, Commission nt Sept 2 
at 12.30 Off Rec, 28, Stonegate, York “on 

Gowur, Frepericx Jons, ford, Kent, Coachbuilder 
Sept 16 at 9 Off Rec, 73, Castle st, Canterbury 

Gaeexwoop, Sivysy, Bryanstoue rd, N., HKroker’s Clerk 


Sept 2 at 12 peated te , Carey st 

Hawkins, Marx, Hafi Rbondda Valley, Glam, Grocer 
Aug 3lat12 65, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Hitcusay, Wittiam Russect, Plumstead, 8,E., Dairy- 
man’s Foreman Aug 31 at 12.30 24, Railway appr, 
London bridge 

Homer, Heyry Buanp, Aston, Birmingham, Gunworker 
Sept 3at 11 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Lax», Cuances Avoustine, Walsall, Gig Saddle Manu- 
facturer Sept 1 at 10.30 Off Rac, Walsall 

Manspen, Geonoe James Jones, Manchester, Flour Dealer 
Sept lat 2.20 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Murray. Jucia Avicia Mapetine, Dover Sept 1 at 12 

. — uptey biden, Carey st 

4¥, Caauces Frepericx, Liverpool, Laundryman Sept 1 

atll Off Rec, 36, Victoria st, Liv 

Paice, Joux, St. Helenx, Lanes, Greengrocer Sept 1 at 1 
Of Rec, 36, Victoria st, Liverpoul 

Pra, Joun Evssau, Walsall, Paint Brush Maker Sept 1 at 
11.30 Off Rec, Walsall 

Ross, Cuartes, Catbays, ‘‘ardiff, Travelling Draper Sept 





latil Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 
Sacer, ALice Mania, Willesden Green Sept 1 at 2.30 
a rupey bidg«, Curey st 
Lvestkk, Eanast, Kingston upon Hull Aug 31 at 11 | 
Off Rec, a House lane, Fran ~ 
Switz, Wittiam, Ham, Surrey, Baker Aug 31 at 11.30 | 
%, Railway approach, London Bridge 





Haragierr Dexter, Boston, Lincs Sept 1 at 12.15 
iL1am Sparrow, Somerset Sept 1 at 2 Off 
Tauaton 


Wins Geban 5. “s Suffolk, Innkeeper Sept 1 at 11 
Off Ree, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 
Wriiams, Wa.rornp Hanray, Kidderminster, Bootmaker 
dh ot 3.15 Spencer Thursfield, Solicitor, 12, 
‘or 


Watsox, 


ADJUDICATIONS. 

Anmstrona, James, Cheapside High Court Pet Aug 20 
ay 2 

Bareetr, mnicc, Yeovil, Fish Hawker Yeovil Pet 
Aug 20 Ord 20 

Bexyertr, Groros, General Draper Bristol Pet 
gq ~ Ord Aug 21 

one, 5 nx, Blockley, Worcester Banbury Pet July 29 

Buawert, Cuartes Wiitiam, Halifax, Batcher Halifax 
Pet 20 Ord Aug 20 

—e pee 


Pet Aug 19 Ord Aug 19 
Coates, Taomas Wiw1am, Ventnor, I of W, Bootmaker 
N 21 Ord A 


Pet A 
July 8 Aug 20 


Bavese, Wataen Bearer, Rhymney, Mon, Grocer Trede- - poe 


gar Aug i7 Ord Aug 19 

Epwanps, Hawwan, Clydach, Vale, Tonypandy Ponty- 
pridd Pet Aug 20 Ord aug 20 

Evans, Taomas Wiitiam, Draper’s Assistant 
Birmingham Ord Aug 21 

Gitmour, Atexanper, Leeds, Commission Agent York 
Pet Aug 19 Ord Aug 19 

Go.ocr, Frepericx Joux, Ashford, 

Pet Aug19 Ord Aug 20 

Gootp, Caares, Balham, Actor 
19 Ord Aug 19 

Garrrita, Wittiam, Menai Anglesey, Coal Dealer 

H “yl ote pny J Birming- 

emus, Juseen WILLIAM, HARLES JUxoN, 

ham _ Bir am Pet Jaly 17 Ord Aug 21 

Howes, Roveat, Norfulk, Dealer King’s Lynn Pet Aug 

20 Pet Aug 21 

Pet 


Hourcatves, Jous, uo, Glam, Commission Agent 
Neath Aug 9 Aug 20 

Jzsine, Max Heamann, Gt st, Music Seller 
aa Cot Pet July 23 Ord Aug 21 

oe) —, Norfolk, Farmer Norwich Pet Aug 21 

Marwoop nur, and Watrer Mark Caoss, Notting- 
ham, Syele Agents Nottingham Pet Aug 19 Ord 

Nayior, Frepeaicx Conrap Tatts, Swansea, Solicitor 


Avg 19 
Swan-ea Pet Augi9 Ord Aug 19 
a -r~ Haney, Leeds, Butcher Leeds Pet Aug 19 


Aug 19 
Pearson, ‘Secnee, Church, Lancs Blackburn Pet July 
20 Ord Aug 21 
roam yore igan, Lancs, Grocer Wigan Pet Aug 19 


20 
Rargouoe, dome Quine, Hevshams Mere, Trova 
~ 
Spurr, gaiztt Dexter, Boston Be 
Ord Aug 19 
Sratuam, Atyaep Eanest, and Josern Warrsy, Pendie- 
ton, Builders Salford Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 2i 
Tuomas, Joseru, Tylorstown, Glam, Collier’ Pontypridd 
Pet June 17 Ord A’ 
Engineer 


Txompsox, 
ug 
Turver, Henay, York, Journeyman Joiner York Pet 
Aug 2i Ord Aug 21 
Worrninetrox, Wittian, Liverpool, Grocer Liverp ol 


Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 20 








All letters intended for publication im the 
“* Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticatrd 
by the name of the writer. 

Where difficulty is experienced im procuring the 
Journal with regularity, it is requested that 
application be made direct to the Publisher. 

Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANOE, which in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post- 
age, 53s. WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 
26s. 6d.; by Post, 288. 6d. Soxicrrors’ 
JOURNAL, 26s, 6d. ; by Post, 28s. 6d. Volumes 
bound at the office—cioth, 2s. 9d., half law 
calf, be. 6d. 





R. UTTLEY, Solicitor, continues to 
PREPARE CANDIDA’ 


rapidly and N 
arally and by post, for. the SOLICITORS’ and 
£1 month. 


and copies of “‘ Hints on ’s od 
and “ on Criminal Law,” 17, Brasenose- 
street, Albert-equare, Manchester. 
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herd’s Bush, Ww rok vpery 
sien eae heen 
ve more , 
peeepidiney busy I ty vy Tt 
managed on inclusive canes payments 
teed references to, clients ~sOfics, 
Established 1877). eophane Ho. Kensington. 
poe Bey EI 
, 
oF an pen ‘ @ tae toe, ae 
& Co., at the Estate on the premises. 
OOK-KEEPER and Shorthand Writer 
(Town).—A West-end firm of Solicitors desire to 


cashier.—Address, N., 15, Geneva-road, 





FFIOnS — BEDFORD -ROW. ae ia 
Ley, 43, Bedford-row, Holborn, W.C. oes 


SOLICITORS.—Medical Woman desires 
, See nern be ae eee wocee ts 
shenegenrihed terms address Mxpica, 60, Park-place, 





fi 





Qs" COMPANY’S PLEASURE 
CRUISES by the 
Steamship “GARONNE,” 3,901 tons register. 


), Hawa, Jarra (for Jerasa- 
&c.), Maura, 





Rtg ty ee 


16, aw. 
ADVANCES ON NOTE OF HAND WITHOUT 
SURETIES. 











EFFINGHAM WILSO 
11, ROYAL EXCHANGE. 


By G. F. EMERY, LLM. 
HANDY 
GUIDE TO PATENT LAW AND PRACTICE. 


Price Gs. net. 
CATALOGUE GRATIS OF APPLICATION. 
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Tus Covncit invite attention to the following scheme of education, adopted | 
in 1892 with the object of affording assistance to Articled Clerks 

For the benefit of Clerks resident in London or who are able to attend, 
these classes are held and Tutors give advice and assistance at the Hall of the 


Law 


through the post has been formulated. 


POSTAL INSTRUCTION. 
In the case of students who have not passed the Intermediate Examination 
the instruction is by means of monthly papers, and deals with the selected 


of 
For those w 


en's Commentaries. 


Conveyancing, 


year’s tuition receive additional assistance. 


These courses may be commenced at any time, but the Tutors recommend 
that the Intermediate course should be commenced at an early stage of the 
A and the Final course soon aftersthe Intermediate Examination has 


"ae can be obtained from Mesers. Stevens & Sons, or other law lending 
ea and a-half to cover the course of work 
hers Commentaries can be supplied to 


library, for a subscription of a 


forthe Final Examination, and Step 


either Class of Postal Subscribers, at a subscription of one guinea, on 


applicaticn to the Tutor, Dr. West. 


CLASS INSTRUCTION. 

Class instruction is also provided on the selected portions of Stephen's 
Commentaries and the subjects above named, and it is recommended that the 
clasees should be joined after the expiration of a course of Postal instruction. 
Students can join the classes at any time, the fees being proportionate to the 
length of attendance 


are provided where subscribers may study, and books are supplied 


without extra charge. 


Periodical test examinations are held -by the Tutors 

The Classes for Intermediate Students are held in the Hall of the Society 
on three afternoons in each week during the following periods: August to 
November ; October to January ; i domeree Sx Apel ; March to June. 


Students may smamened for successive ¢ 


Society. 
To those Clerks who are articled at a distance from large towns systematic 
instruction with advice and help is given, and a course of preparation 


have passed the Intermediate Examination instruction is 
afforded by fortnightly papers, and embraces the following subjects: Equity, 
Common Law, Bankruptcy, Criminal and Magisterial Law, 
Probate, 1 Divorce, Admiralty, and Ecclesiastical Law. 

These papers both before and after the Intermediate Examinations are 
varied each year, so that students who may subscribe for more than one 





INFCORPORATED LAW 


LEGAL EDUCATION. 


January to June. 
These 


struction. 


’ by letter at any time. 


a high one, exceeding 85 
who last presented them 
occasions that all Class 


ord-row, 
oeieinal and 





Classes for Final Students are held at the Hall of the Society on fou : 
afternoons each week during the following periods: August to 


periods afford five months’ class preparation, and students ary — 
advised to subscribe for a full course, and certainly for not less than threg ~ 
months, otherwise the work must necessarily be hurried. : 
Students may join the classes either before or after the Intermediate 
Examination without subscribing to the course of Postal instruction, but if 
is recommended that they should avail themselves of both modes of in. 


Subscribers to either Postal or 
consulting the Tutors upon the Ba of the course in personal interview op 


RESULTS AND HONOURS. . 
The results obtained have been satisfactory. At each of the last twelyg 
examinations pupils have obtained honours, and the percentage of passes ig ; 


occurred in the case of sseatben to the Correspondence Courses. 


PP vs ly 2a Common Law, Bankruptcy—J. Carrer Hareisom, © 


Magisterial Law, Probate, Divorce, 
Ecclesiastical Law, Stephen's Commentaries —Lzoxarp H. Wast, LL.D, 
19, Southampton-buildings, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


Before Inter. Aftrr Inter, 

FEES. Examination. Examination, 

Subscription to postal instruction (12 months) £4 4 Q | (12 months) £§ § 9 

Subscription to Postal instruction (2 years) 660) (2 years) 889 

Class instruction (3 months) ‘ 40/| (5 months) 999 
For those who have ggg ‘subscribed for 

Postal instruction . oo» 830 pe . 79a 

Class instruction (6 months) 770) (4 months) § 89 
For those who have previously subscribed for 

Postal instruction wee 660 

For three months’ Class instruction 770 

For those who have previousl,’ subscribed for Postal instruction 550 

z 


Cheques and Post Office Orders should be made Onin to the Secretary, — 
and crossed ‘‘ Messrs. Barnctay & 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane. 

























anuary; 


Class instruction have the opportanity of 


cent. of between two and three hundred pupils 
ves for examination. It has happened on several 
pupils have been successful, and the same hag 


TUTORS. 


Admiralty, and 





Liuirep.” 














INSURANCE AGAINST 


ACCIDENTS of all KINDS. 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 


RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE CO. 
LO88E8 PAID, 3,800,000. 


CAPITAL, £1,000,000. 
e2, CORN =IX,, 


zZOWD OW. 


ACCIDENTS and DISEASE. 


A. VIAN, Secretary. 





THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 
(Estastisuep 1838), 
rperty sand late f Interests in Real and we 
Property, and Life Interests and Lafe Policies, and 
Aavewid ap Glastand Deventere Capital, £618,725. 


7, KING’S ARMS YARD, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


IFE ASSURANCE POLICIES 
WANTED for large sums on lives past forty-five. 
Considerably over surrender value given. 

Speedy settlements and highest references. 

Also Reversions and Life Interests purchased. 

T. ROBINSON, 

Insurance Broker, 85, High-street West, Sunderland. 


Bpecial Advantages to Private Insurers. 
THE IMPERIAL iysvrance company 
toarep, FIRE, 
Established 1908. 


1, Old pune is nd 8.W., and 47, 


BSuabseribed £1 000 ; 
_ +200, ny = a ce 











over £1,500, 
oy COZENS SMITH, oral Manager. 
IESUBANOB OFFICE. 
ed 1710. 
LAW COURTS BRANCH: 
40, CHANCERY LANE, WC, 
A. W.-COUSINS, District Manager. 
SUM INSURED im 1996, £388,952,800. 





EDE AND SON, 


rose} fei MAKERS. 


BY GPEOIAL APPOINTMENT 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Judiaal Bench, Goxporation of Londons ¢. 


ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


and Gowns for Registrars, Town 
erks, and Olerke of the Peace, 


Corporation Robes, Universityand Clergy Gowne. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
PATENTS and TRADE-MARKES. 


W. P.-THOMPSON & CO., 
322, High Holborn, W.C. 
(and at Liverroot, Mancugsrzs, acd Biamiycuax), 


ce and INTERNATIONAL AGENTS of Pro- 
incial and Foreign SOLICITORS in 

PAT tters. 
Representatives al a b Capitals, 
DATENTS. —Mr. F. Ww. GOLBY, . A.LM. E., 
M8 A., Potent Ages ele S S- Dees Cilies), 
po | Chancery-lane, London, W.C. Letters Patent ob- 
and Registration effected in all parts of the 
i ucted. Opinions and Search 


Law W: 


































THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 TO 1890, 


ila — 


very uisite under the above Acts supplied on 
- shortest notice. be 





The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate 
“MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF 
sony, rinted in SHARE ChNTIFICATES. ang 
CHEQUES, dc, engraved, and — 0 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO, 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agenta, 

49, FLEET-STREET, LONDON, E.O. (commer 
of Serjeants’ -inn). 

Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


M. W. EDGLEY, 40 & 4i, Fleet 
AMERICAN ROLL TOP DESKS. a 

M. W. Edgley, 40 & 41, Fleets. 

AMERICAN ROLL TOP DESKS. Ag 

M. W. Edgley, 40 & 41, Fleet-st, : 

AMERICAN ROLL TOP DESKS. a 


M. W. Edgley, 40 & 41, Fleet. 
LONDON GAZETTE | (published svi 
LONDON and 

OFFICE.—No. 117, CHANCERY 

ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Ag 

477 of his 1 

erie sic 

Gratin for Beater 

pr ar ip, with wuecessary 


oR en Te “La 
Gasette”’ kept. By appointment, 


















